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Introduction 


My guess is that a lot of 1 d4 players don't really know 
what to do against the Dutch. The move 1 ... f5 has cropped 
up relatively infrequently (until now) and only the most 
well prepared professionals are ready to fight properly 
against it. 


I also, through bitter experience, don't think its 
particularly easy to play the g3 systems for White. 
Black may well be weakening his kingside but in return 
he has established a grip on e4 and it's not at all 
clear how to shake it off. 


So this has prompted me to investigate the Anti- 
Dutch ideas that you will find in this short book. The 
material is as up to date as I can make it (including 
1990 references) and 1 have taken the liberty of leaving 
out some unimportant sidelines well catalogued else- 
where. Now that the Dutch is becoming increasingly 
popular at all levels of play this is a book very much 
for the practical player. 


Andrew Martin 
Hounslow 
July 1990 
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Symbols 


Good move 

Excellent move 

Bad move 

Blunder 

Interesting move 

Dubious move 

Best move in difficult circumstances 
Small advantage for White 
Small advantage for Black 
Clear advantage for White 
Clear advantage for Black 
Winning advantage for White 
Winning advantage for Black 
The position is egual 

The position is unclear 

With counterplay 

With attack 

With the idea of 

Only move 

Championship 

Olympiad 


28)c3 11 


1 2 %c3 





White threatens 3 e4. He 
hopes for 2 ... 4 4f6 when he 
will attempt to damage 
Black’s pawn structure by 
playing 3 Qg5 and 4 Qf6. 

The main disadvantage of 
24Yc3 is that it blocks the c 
pawn. Freeing White's game 
sometimes becomes a 
difficult task, particularly 
when Black establishes a 
pawn on d5. 

New problems are being 


posed at a very early stage 
and the middlegames 
arising from 2 4)c3 are 
complex and original. 
There is scope for both 
players to experiment. 

Black can try to prevent 
3 e4 in two ways: 


A) 2... 46 
B) 2...dS 

and provoke it in another 
C) 2... g6 


Ae 2 ox 66 

Solid enough and should 
give Black some room to 
manoeuvre with his piece 
placement. White's knight 
on c3 can often be inflex- 
ibly posted. 

3 085 

3 g4 has to be considered, 
e.g. 3 ... fg4 4 e4 d6 5 Qg5 
c6 6 Yyd2 Was 7 0-0-0 Ge6 8 
dS with compensation, 


12 2 4c3 


Hubner - Biscacek, Ybbs 
1968, or 3... Gyg4 4 e4 d6 (4 
. 0S 5 ef5 Wh4 6 We2! 4y\c6 
7 ¿Nf3 WhS 8 GdSt). As 
usual a reaction in the 
centre is the right reply, 
e.g. 3... d5! 4 g5 dye4 5 Hed 
fe4 6 f3 QF54 Spielmann - 
Mieses, Berlin 1920. There 
is no good reason for 
White's pawn to be on gS. 

Now comes an important 
split. 


Ai) 3... S47! 

Aii) 3... e6 

Aiii) 3... c6 

Aiv) 3... c6 

Av) 3... d6 

Avi) 3... d5! The main line. 
Ai) 3 £ye4?! 


Since White has to take 
this knight, the pawn on e4 
might be a bone in his 
throat. To my eye it looks 
like jumping in front of a 
bus and hoping to survive. 

4 ¿Het fe4 
S f3! 

The game Vogt - Casper, 
DDR Ch. 1988 displayed an 
inferior White strategy, 
e.g. S *3d2 d5 6 f3 h6 7 Qf4 
Qf5 (Black has been given 
just enough breathing 
space) 8 fe4 Qe4 9 4 f3 e6 
10 e3 Qd6 11 Zye5 0-0 12 Qd3 


Qd3 13 cd3 Wh4 14 Qe3 WhS 
15 We2 Ye2 16 Ge2 Gyab 17 a3 
QeS 18 QeS BF7 19 g4 cS 20 
dc5 £yc5- (io : 15, 52) 

5 f3 does not allow any 


recovery. 
B ns d5 
6 e3 FS 
7 fe4 (es 


8 e2+ 


LS 

T 
a mu B 
ui cm 


h l ‘ae g 








ek na ke 
Y 
ee - Franco, 
Havana Olympiad 1966 
concluded 
8 ... ho 
9 Of4 ¿có 
10 ¿3 Qg6 
ii Qd3 Qf7 


12 0-0 es? 
13 des Yd7 
14 e6! web 
15 ¿bs 1:0 
From about move 7 
onwards Franco didn't have 
any confidence in his 
position. 
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Al) 3 ... e6 

White could transpose to 
a favourable variation of 
the Staunton, e.g. 4 e4 fe4 
S čje4 (this is covered in 
the Staunton Gambit 
section) but he may have 
something even stronger. 

4 m 


Y f SALE A 

gone 
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NU y 





Black has seen fit to pin 
his knight so this flanking 
blow is better than before. 

4 ... Qe7 

What to do? 4... fg4 S e4 
A h3 is tremendous for 
White and although 4 ... h6 
( might be relatively best 
S Of4! Zig4 6 f3 267 e4 ^ 
W%d3, 0-0-0 gives more than 
enough for a measly pawn. 

S  gfs ef5 
6 Qg2 

White plans 7 Wd3 and 
castles long followed by 
action in the centre. Hort - 
Holocek, | Hanover 1971 
confirmed Black's diffic- 


ulty, e.g. 
Gr a ¿nes 
6 ... 0-0 7 Yd3 Bellin. 
7 Qe7 Ye7 
8 Wd3 é\c3 
9 c3 d6 
10 ¿h3! c6 


il ¿ft &\d7 
12 0-0-0 0-0 
13 HMhgl+ 
Unless Black can find an 
improvement, and 4 g4 is 
rather forcing, 3 ... e6 may 
have to be abandoned. 


Ali) 3  .. c6 
Larsen tried to make 
something original out of 
this, creating an aggressive 
avenue for his queen ... 


4 e tyb6!? 


nim 2e 
Xi if 
l Ww i7 A dd 
m m min 


m m um 
ŠE Ta. 
ABA rea. 

NE A-E EAS 
... but Taimanov - Larsen, 

Copenhagen 1965 did not 

confirm it as a good idea, 

e.g. 





5 Hbi d5 
6 Of6  ef6 
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7  Qd3 Zya6 
8 a3! 

Play is transposing into 
normal channels but White 
manages to drum up an 
initiative based upon the 
position of the Black 
queen. 

8" dux f7 
9 b4 '4d8 
10 ¿M3 &\c7 


li 0-0 

2 He2 g6 
13 c4 dg7 
14 gad2 ab4 


15 ab4 Ha3 
16 We2 Qe6 


v d ag s 
18 D Y 
717941 


"m DINI 
a a a 
E Hm M 
iS e 
"k^ TES 


White's advantage in 
space is growing. At some 
stage he will play b4 - b5. 





Aiv) 3 |... ¿có 
There may be some 
future in 3 ... Zyc6. After an 
exchange on f6 Black's 
knight will go to e7 shoring 


up the sensitive f5 square, 
e.g. 
4  Qf6 
4. dS eS 5 Wd4 S\f7 A 6 
Qf6 ef6, 6 Qd2 e5c; 4 e3 
e5!? 


4 n ef6 
S e3 Qb4 
6 f3 ge? 


A DIE MI 
EILEIN ÆI 
M a ie us 
a A 
mes 








6 ss Ke 7 bc3 a was 
also worth a thought. 


7 Qd3 d5 
7 ... Qc3 8 bc3 dS A .. 
Wd6, . ao 
é\ge2 có 
9 0-0 h5?! 
10 Z3 g6 


14 h4 Qd6 
12 4Zyce2  Qe6 
13 fHfci wWd7 


14 Gf4 967 
15 c4z 
Platonov -  Cherepkov, 


USSR Ch. 1968/69. 

Black need not have 
made his position so rigid. 
With some forethought 3 ... 


2 4c3 15 


¿Nc6 is definitely worth 
another try. 


Av) 3 .. d6 

A move is a move. All 
one can say is that White 
finds it easier to develop, 
e.g. 

4 &f3! 

4 Qf6 ef6 S e4? fe4 6 He4 
d5* - two bishops, 5 e3, 4 
f31? 

dt si, g6 

4... \c6?! 5 e3 e6 6 d5! 
¿Nb4 7 de6 Qe6 8 čyd4 Qd7 9 
Oc4t Holv - Ruimin, Mos- 
cow 1935. 


5  Qf6 ef6 
6  e3! 
The correct treatment. 
6 is ds 
7 Qd3 des 
8 ¿el Qd6 
9 c3 &\d7 
10 h4z 


Pirc - Fuderer, Yugoslav 
Ch. 1951. Pinning down this 
edge will not be too easy, 
but either of the White 
knights are more flexible 
than the bishop on e6. 


Avi) 3 ... ds! 
see following diagram 
With a firm foothold in 
the centre Black enquires 
why the White knight has 
been played to c3. White's 


imi 








response to the question 
takes two separate forms. 


a) 4 £3 
b) 4 Of6 
a) 4 f3 


Out of fashion because 
modern opening play is not 
this committal. I think 4 f3 
is tailor made for an agg- 
ressive player and deserves 
greater attention. 


4 có (!) 


FINE 
A $ 
LT 


2 a Pri?" 
Ki. ty T c u^ 
TAN A B 
Y YA YA 


e GE Y, 77 
Ui S nian 
QRINIEX 

22 wg 0 23H 





E best because it 
forces White to sacrifice 
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material if he wants to play 
for an advantage. Other 
moves are not so good, e.g. 

4 .. h6? S Qh4 cS 6 e4! 
cd4 7 V$d4 de4 8 Wd8 Has 9 
0-0-0 Qd7 10 fe4 g5 11 Qel 
fe4 12 h4 Qg7 13 hg5 hg5 14 
Hh8 Qh8 15 Zjh3 g4 16 Ag5t 
Kovalev - Vikulov, USSR 
1974. 

4 ... c5 S ed! ded 6 dcS! 
Yas 7 t$d2 cS 8 0-0-0 J\c6 
9 Qb5 Qe6 10 Zjh3 a6 11 
£V 4t Veresov - Panov, 
USSR 1937. White has a 
terrific initiative. 

4 .. e6. The only other 
sensible alternative, but ... 
S e4 Qe7 6 eS fd7 7 Ge7 
We7 8 dbs $yb6 9 c3 a6 10 
ga3 0-0 11 Qd3 c5 12 4ye2 
cd4 13 cd4£ Rakic - Lomb- 
ardy, Maribor 1978. (13 ... 
4,6 14 čjc2 Zyb4 15 Zyb4 
Wb4 16 Wd2t White contin- 
ues to enjoy more space). 

Less successful from 
White's point of view was 8 
Wd2 0-0 9 £4 cS 10 Abs Jyc6 
11 QF3 Ab6 12 c3 Qd7 13 Z4d6 
cd4 14 d\d4 A\d4 15 Wd4 Qc6 
16 Od3 4)c8 17 E\c8B Bfc8B= 
Iclicki - Winants, Brussels 
1990 (15 : 15, 38). 

Even simpler is 4 ... e6 5 
e4 Qe7 6 ef5! ef5 7 t4d2 0-0 
8 0-0-O£ Hort - Unzicker, 
Amsterdam 1971. 


S d2 
5 e4 fe4 6 fe4 De4 7 De4 
de4 8 d5 £ye5 is a Staunton. 
5 e3. 


Ss e6 
5... 86 (1) 
6  e4!? de4 
7 O0-O0 Qb4 
8 a3 QaS 
9 Qc4 0-0 
10 Zyge2  ef3 
11 gf3 ¿h8 
12 Wet wes 
13 Yg3 
Bronstein - Slepuhkov, 


Moscow 1948. White has 
the initiative. 

Apart from natural 
scepticism 1 don't under- 
stand why 4 f3 is not 
played these days. Prosp- 
ective Whites willing to 
embrace a bit of a risk 
could do worse than to 
have a look at it. 


b) 4 066 

More consistent than 4 
f3. White tries to render 
Black's pawn structure 
inflexible and prevent any 


comfortable development. 
A ue ef6 


see following diagram 


4 ... gf6?? 5 e4. 


24)c3 17 


43 


Eid i V 


A 
K 


nin. 








S e3 c6 

Alternative plans are 
possible, although rare. 
Black should explore: 

5... Qe6!? 6 ZYh3!? (6 Qd3 
Gc6 7 tf 3 t$d7 8 |ge2 Odb 
9 S\F4 OF4 10 wWf4 Zyb4 1 
0-0-0 £343 12 Étd3 0-0-0 13 
h4 Laudanski - Borisenko, 
USSR Ch. 1965; 6 Od3 Yd7 7 
&\ge2 cb 8 4)F4 OF7 9 a3 De7 
10 h3 hS 11 h4 c6 12 b4 &c8 
13 bS Ad6 14 Bb1 We7 15 bc6 
bcó= Z. Polgar - Winants, 
Wijk aan Zee 1990; 6 Zyge2 
Wd7 7 |f4 OF7 8 h4 hS 9 
Wd2 g6 10 0-0-0 4\c6 11 Obi 
a6 12 f3 0-0-0 13 g3 Yb8 14 
Qh3 Krasenkov - Dolmatov, 
Moscow GMA 1989 and now 
Dlugy gives 14 ... Qh6! 15 
ice2 Yd6 A ... Hhe8, 
G\e7 as satisfactory for 
Black) 6 ... &c6 7 |f4 Wd7 
8 a3 0f7 9 Qe2 418 10 h3 c6 
11 Qd3 g6 12 g4 Zye6 13 gf5? 
(surely 13 &fd5 is very 


strong?) 13 ... @f4 14 ef4 
0-0-0 15 YF3 cS 16 fg6 hg6 
17 0-0-0 c4 18 Qf1 bS 19 h4 
a5œ Winants - Meulders, 
Brussels 1987. 

5 ... Qb4 6 £yge2 c6 7 a3 
Qd6 8 g3 Qeb 9 h4 4d7 10 
&\f4 Qf7 11 Qd3 g6 12 hSt 
Gereben e Stahlberg, 
Beverwijk 1963. 

Finally 5 ... g6 ^ ... Qh6, 

. 0-0 and ... f4 is a plan 
mentioned by Bellin, un- 
tried in master play. I find 
this a particularly inter- 
esting idea. 


6 = 


K: E ane 
Black now has to organ- 


ise his defence. He ob- 
viously has a wide choice of 








developing moves but 
creating an overall plan is 
the problem. 

You wouldn't think there 
is too much danger in the 
air but if White is able to 
create a successful pawn 
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break, e.g. h4 - hS or Wf3, 
&\ge2, h3 and g4 or 4\ce2, 
Hci and c4, Black can come 
under serious pressure. 

Practical results from 
this position favour White. 
He certainly has all the 
initial play. Black must 
look to the long term if he 
wants to win. 

The trail now splits 
again as we cover all the 
contemporary Black plans: 


bi) 6... Qd6 

bi) | 6... 2386 

bili) 6... g6!? 

biv) 6... Qe6 

b) 6- nu Od6 
7 f3! 


ae E 


A 
> a 


ži 
254. 





Forcing Black to think 
about his g pawn; an incis- 
ive but easy to understand 
idea. Alburt mentions 
7 &yge2 A Gf4, Ace2 and an 
eventual c2 - c4 but this 


doesn't have the same bite. 

A game Krogius - Tolush, 
Semi-Final USSR Ch. Len- 
ingrad 1958 bears out this 
opinion, e.g. 7 Zyge2 (e6 8 
Wyd2?! 0-0 9 E\F4 OF4! 10 ef 4 
4d7 11 0-0 7Te8 12 Zye2 £56 
13 c3 44c8 14 ael Zyd6 (this 
knight maneouvre should 
be absorbed) 15 v$c2 v$d7 16 
¿Dg3 g6 17 f3 b6-— (to : t5, 
24). Neither side can break- 
out without weakening 
themselves. 

. Qf4! was a good 
move stamping out any 
thought of c2 - c4. 

4^. ias g6 

8 h3 

White is aiming for g2 - 
g4. A different way of 
executing the same idea 
was seen in the very attrac- 
tive game Hoi - Hansen, 
Copenhagen Open 1988, e.g. 
8 d\ge2 We7 9 h3 £ya6 10 a3 
¿yc? 11 g4 fg4 12 hg4 Hg8 
(note how once Black's 
front f pawn disappears his 
position becomes comp- 
romised) 13 e4 Gje6 14 ed5 
Zyd4 15 *e4 Zye2 16 Ih7!! 

see following diagram 
6 ... Ye4 17 He4 Qes 18 Ge2 
cd5 19 Bdi Qe6 20 4\c5 OF7 
21 QbS SF 22 dd7 Ge7 23 
¿nes fe5 24 Hid5 1:0. Par for 
the course if Black chooses 
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planless play. 

We can isolate the error 
as 8 ... We7. 8 ... \d7 9 Dg3 
(9 h3 G\eS!? Keene - Bellin, 
Hastings 1975/76), 8 ... Qe6 
A 94 f4 Of7 or 8... dao A 
.. &\c7 would have been 
more appropriate. 

But it is not always clear 
when one is walking a 
tightrope. 

Another way for White is 
8 h4. Black should not 
allow this pawn to advance 
and so all the current 
examples feature 8 ... hS (!) 
The bishop on c8 goes to f7 
and holds everything 
together. Practice suggests 
that White cannot make 
too much of his position, 
e.g. 9 &ge2 Qeb 10 Af4 OF7 
and now: 

1) 11 g3 Z7 12 0-0 We7= 
Visier - Zwaig, Costa Brava 
1977. 

2) 11 0-0-0 4)d7 12 g3 tas 


13 @bi 0-0-0 14 ce2= 
Gipslis - Lujk, USSR 1965. 

3) 11 Wodt!? Wb6 (11... QF4! 
12 ef4 Wb6 13 Gje2 Yb2 14 
Rbi Wa2 15 Bb7 Ad7o0) 12 
&\ce2 (12 Dfe2!?) 12 ... Ad7 
13 Wel AFB 14 0-0 Deb 15 
£ye6 (Qe6 16 c4 t4d8 17 cd5 
Qd5 18 Qc4 Qc7 19 He1 bBf7 
20 t$c3t 





Alburt - uo New 
York Open 1987. 
8 ... We7 
8 ... 2ya6. 
9 vs 0-0?! 


mim ow 
Mimi, 
ZU U 


S Woe 
pinom: 
Taza nai 
Uu ZH 


We are following the 
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game Christiansen - D. 
Gurevich, USA Ch. 1986. 
Black shouldn't be in too 
much of a hurry to castle 
short. 9 ... Zya6! would have 
improved on the text, 
intending ... G@\b4 and if 10 
a3 then 10 ... Qe6! 11 g4 fg4 
12 hg4 0-0-0! 
10 h4!+ 
Suddenly Black is going 
west. He tries to defend 
but soon gets bottled up, 


e.g. 


10 .. hS 
ii ¿ft &g7 
12 gyce2 


12 &g3 A 12... Of4 13 Yf4 


(Christiansen). 


12— a Eh8 
13 h3 Hh6 
14 Hg3 


The unexpurgated ver- 
sion can be further found 
in our illustrative games 
section. 


b) 6 .. Zya6 








En route via c7 to eb 
where the knight is very 
well placed ensuring that 
White does not dominate 
the f4 square. Often ¿ye6 - 
g5 comes in handy. 

7 a3 

7 f3 is similar to the 
last variation but because 
of the threat ¿6 - b4 
Black is better off, e.g. 7 ... 
g6 8 a3 G\c7 9 £yge2 9 ... 
£ye6! 10 h4 (10 h3 ZygS-) 10 
.. Odo 11 g3 (11 h5? Seg5-+) 
1... We7 12 Yf1 Qd7 13 Kb1 
DE7 14 Hf4 Hf4 15 gf4 Qeb 
16 Zye2 t3d7 17 c3 a5 18 Z£g3 
a4 19 Higi bb % : % Polugay- 
evsky - Lutikov, USSR Ch. 
1959. An instructive exam- 
ple. 

White tried to improve 
with 9 h3 in Knaak - Kucz- 
ynski, Dresden (1988 and 
succeeded, e.g. 9 ... Zje6 10 
g4 f4?! (10 ... AgS 11 We2 
fg4 12 hg4 Gf7! keeps the 
position unclear) 11 h4 Qd6 
12 d\ge2 Qd7 13 0-0-0 Wb6 
14 ed!t 


P uw če? 
8 h4 hs 

9 ¿h3! | go 
10 gf4 Sf7 
11 4Zyce2 46 
12 c4 


24)c3 21 


en Y SmE 
Yas J 

We have been following 
Salov - Malaniuk, USSR Ch. 


1988. Thanks to his better 
pawns White has a slight 





advantage. Nevertheless 
Black's position is defens- 
ible, if rather tediously so. 
The game continued 

IL uu E: 

13 ¿f4 dc4 

14 Oc4 dg7 

15 Hc Qd6 

16 Yf3 He8 

17 0-0 Qf4 

18 Yf4 Seb 

19 Od3 

When according to Salov 
9 ... Wb8! would have been 
equal. 

I suppose that 6... a6 is 
alright - solid enough. But 
it has no bite. It depends 
what you are looking for as 
Black. 


bil 6  .. g6!? 


f, 
E lds 


a inns 
a ES 
“a 3s 


The latest attempt to 
create winning chances for 
Black. 

7  Y5f3 

7 h4 is the brutal move 
and in I. Zaitseva - Ahkmil- 
ovskaya, USSR Women's 
Ch. 1987 7 ... Qd6 8 WS 
&\ab! 9 hS @e7! was an un- 
compromising reply (9 ... 
@f7? 10 hg6 hg6 11 Rh8 h8 
12 £yd5 cd5 13 Qa6«-). To 
allow h4 - h5 had previous- 
ly been considered suicidal 
but  Ahkmilovskaya and 
Orlov give 10 Zyge2 $yc7 A 

. &f6 - g5 and consider 
the position unclear. Dlugy 
- Fishbein, Moscow GMA 
1989 deviated with 8 h5 d5e7 
and now instead of the 9 
We2 as played Dlugy gives 
9 £3! (^ £4) 9 ... g5 10 
&ye2! planning c3, W$c2 and 
é\g3 strengthening White's 
position. I too don't really 
see how Black can cover 
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his weakness at f5 so I 
suggest 9 ... Sab! as an 
improvement with the idea 
10 @\h4 Be8. Now best for 
White seems 11 hg6 hg6 12 
g4 but with 12 ... fg4! 13 
Aeb Hf7 14 Bh7 Hg7 15 g7 
Le? 16 @d2 Qeb Black can 
hope to hang on. This very 
sharp line could use a test. 

E e Qb4! 

Keene - Bellin, Hastings 
1975/76 was a step in the 
right direction with 7 ... 
Qd6 8 Zyge2 £yd7 9 h3 HeS! 
10 deS feS 11 e4! fe4 12 Qe4 
Hf8 13 We3 de4 14 0-0-0 
We7 15 d\e4, but White has 
a slight advantage here 
with his big knight. 
The game S. Maksimovic 

-  Ahkmilovskaya,  Sochi 
1987 refines this original 
idea. 

8 ge2 ¿yd? 

9  h3 yes! 


E saom 
4 i18 M omi 
Bi Y Zik 

MENEZ 
AN V 


"m zau 
gum 











10 des 


10 YYg3 1 d3 11 cd3 0-0F 
10 feS 
11 0-0-0 
Keene's recipe is not 
available, e.g. 11 e4?! fe4 12 
Oe4 ded 13 Wet Ye7 14 
0-0-0 0-0. There is no 
blockading knight and Qf5 
is coming up. 
HM. wx e4 
12 Qe4 fe4 
13 ¿He Af8 
14 Ye3 We7 
15 }4c3 





a zm E 


15 c3 Qf5 16 Hd4 Qa3! 17 
gnd2 OcSF 

Black has excellent 
compensation for a pawn. 
Two games on offer, both 
won by Black, confirm this 
view. 

a) 15... Qd6 16 f4 Qd7 17 
Bheil 0-0-0 18 d4 b5 19 
(Jf3 b4 20 S\bi fde8 21 
é\bd2 Wf 22 W2 QcSa 
Maksimovic - Ahkmilovsk- 
aya, Sochi 1987. 
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b) 15 ... OFS! 16 Wh2 hS 17 
g3 0-0-0 18 We2 gS 19 g4 
Ogo 20 fihgl h4 21 @bi 
Hde8co Palatnik - Bjelajac, 
Belgrade GMA Open 1988. 

If 1 wanted to win at all 
costs I would play 6 ... g6 
and aim for these posi- 
tions. 


biv) 6 |... Qe6 


Ye, 
ih 
I 2 4 EJ "iz 
2,82! 
XH 
Black zm ... @)d7 anda 
rapid development of the 
queen-side. This is respect- 
able enough and with a 
degree of circumspection 
should equalize, e.g. 
7 f3 
7 &yge2 Qd6 8 t$d2 0-0 9 
ES am 10 ef 4 Zyd7. 
g6 





: Ag e2 
8 h4 hS 9 YWe2?! ($d6 10 
0-0-0 b5 11 f3 b4 12 Hal 
&)d7 13 e4 fe4 14 fed Qe4 15 
&Y3 0-0!+ Smejkal - Zwaig, 
Raach 1969. 


8 h4 hS 9&ge2 (1) gad7 10 
Yg3 (10 Af4 f7 11 Yg3 
Qd6!=) 10... QF7 11 0-0-0 
WaS 12 Obi 0-0-0= Feigins 
- Engels, Mar del Plata 
1941. 

8 s ¿nd? 
9  h3 Wyb6? 

Taking things too far. 9 
.. Od6 is normal and safe. 

10 g4! Yyb2 
11 Hbi Ya3 
12 gfS+ 

Browne - Byrne, USA Ch. 

1977. 





Prior to ane this 
book I would have prefer- 
ped 7 4; d5 to 2 ... 36. 
Black seems to stop e2 - e4 
for long enough to get into 
a position of satisfactory 
development and if White 
ploughs on with 3 (Qg5 
there is no obligation to 


play ... £6. 
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Now Im not so sure. 
Perhaps White shouldn't 
put his bishop on g5 at all. 

White's choice shapes 
the game. In this context 
the following come into 
consideration: 


Bi) 3e4!? 
Bii) 324?! 
Bii) 30f4 
Biv) 3f3 

Bv) 30g5 


Bi) 3  e4!? 

Dismissed very briefly in 
all other works on the 
Dutch on account of 3 ... 
de4 4 f3 eS! when Black 
immediately has the better 
game, e.g. S deS idi 6 bdi 
$Cyd7 7 £yd5 Ya8 8 fe4 fe4 9 
Of4 Acs 10 He2 Se7 11 
&\dc3 4\g6+ Beyen - Zwaig, 
Nice Ol 1974, or maybe 
better 6 ... Qe6! 7 £y55 Aab 
8 Qe3 0-0-0 9 Bel QcS 10 
OcS yes 11 h3 ab 12 Ac3 
ef3 13 gf3 He7+ Miralles 
- M. Gurevich, Marseilles 
1988. 

True enough, but what if 
White delays f2 - f3? 

dt as de4 
4 Qf! 


see following diagram 


4 2 E 2 A 
4 € 3 ji ma 
p VA dM 
4 X 








Only one recorded app- 
earance on the international 
scene for this interesting 
idea but it must certainly 
be analysed more fully for 
a verdict to be reached. 

White puts top priority 
on preventing e7 - e5 and 
only then plays f2 - f3. 

4 Qg5 is a different 
version of the same theme 
but g5 seems to be an 
inferior square, e.g. 4 ... g6! 
(organising counterplay 
immediately) 5 Qc4 (5 f3 
Qg7 6 d5 ef37 £3 ZYf6 ^ ... 
0-0) 5 ... Qg7 6 d5 (6 Age2 
&Yc6!* Visier - Castro, 
Costa Brava 1977) 6 ... gad7! 
7 d6 cd6 8 Yd5 SeS 9 QbS 
Qd7 10 Zyge2 (10 Yb7!?) 10 
... a6 11 Qd7 t$d7 12 £4d4 Zyf6 
13 t4b3 (13 Qf6 Qf6 14 Zye6 
HMc8! A ... WebF) 13 ... Df7 
14 h4 £yg4 15 Heb Oc3 16 
bc3 ds! 
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17 WdS d$d5 18 &c7 SFB 19 
dS Zyg5 20 hg5 fid8 21 
G\b6 Gg7 22 Hbi eS 23 c4 
Hd4 24 Bh3 Hhd8 25 ¿ds 
Hc4 26 £y 4 Hd7 0:1 Hert- 
neck - Hjartarson, Munich 
1988. 

A further black mark in 
the book of 4 Qg5 is that 
White cannot prepare f2 - 
f3 slowly which is the main 
point of 4 Qf4, e.g. 4 Qg5 
g6 5 tYd2 Qg7 6 0-0-0? h6! 7 
Qf4 g5 8 e50 QeS 9 deS 
Wd2 10 Rd2 dycbF 

4A... &\f6 

4 .. g6 S Wd2 Qg7 6 
0-0-0 A f2- f3. 

Ss £3 e6 

Malaniuk gives $ ... g6!? 
but after 6 fe4 De4 7 Het 
fe& 8 Qc4 Qg7 9 He2 I 
would say White has 
enough. Other possibilities: 

a) S ... g6 6 Oc4 0g7 7 
&jh3!? A fe4, 0-0, £yg5. 

b) S ... g6 6 Wd2 Oe7 7 


0-0-0. 
c) 5 ... g6 6 fe4 fe4 7 Qc4 
A &ye2 - g3 x e4. 
The text allows White 
some advantage. 
6  fe4 fe4 
7 Qc4 &\c6 
8 Gge2 as 


E ouen E 
“a [| zi 
) Bim. M 
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"B YY 
Foa. 
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9 ra 
9 (b5! Od7 10 0-Ot 


Malaniuk; 9 ... co 10 Qa4 b5 
11 53 Zy53 12 ab3co 
9^. uis 4yb3 


10 ab3 Od7 
ii Zg3  Qc6- 

Benjamin -~ Malaniuk, 
Moscow 1986. 

On an immediate prac- 
tical basis 4 Qf4 would 
probably work very well. 
The move is hardly known 
at all. 

In time somebody will 
find the best defensive 
formation for Black but, 
for the moment, White's d 
pawn is weak and thus 
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should form the source of 
Black's counterplay. A plan 
with g7 - g6 is recomm- 
ended. 


Bi) 3 g4?! 

One cannot speak of 
such a move in respectful 
tones because White is 
clearly and so  brutally 
after blood. Whether it is 
his own or the opponents 
is open to doubt. 

- tis EfG! 

Preferable to 3 .. fg4 
when White can scratch up 
some compensation, e.g. 4 
Qf4! Zyf6 5 d4d3 c6 6 h3 Sab 
7 a3 g6 8 hg4 Qg4 9 f3 Qe6 
10 &h3e Kozlovskaya 
- Lazerevic, Women's izt 
Rio de Janeiro 1979. 

^ gS 

4 h3 would be Basman's 
recommendation. 

£s e4 
S ¿nel fe4 
6 f3 QfS+ 

Spielmann - Mieses, Ber- 

lin 1920. 


Bii 3  Qf4 

see following diagram 

A dull way to treat the 
position. Black is able to 
equalise quite comfortably 
but the game does not then 
offer much to either side. 


RA t ue VA 
iid "E 
A, M m * 
Vi u ua" 
Y 


BY 4 A 


fr A i 
MORA 
TAR RERE , 

AE 


If you are happy with a 
draw as White this is an 
excellent method of going 
about it. 

A &\f6 

Tashkent 1987 saw 
Malaniuk in experimental 
mode. The natural solidity 
of White's position plus 
the speed and ease of his 
development make stepp- 
ing out of line a very dan- 
gerous operation., e.g. 3 ... 
a6?! (this can wait) 4 e3 
&\f6 $ h3 e6 (5 ... cS 6 decd! 
e6 7 g4! Oc5 8 gf5 ef5 9 
OgSt; 6 ... Wa5 7 Qe5 ¿ybd7 
8 Of6 Afo 9 Wd4 eb 10 as 
Mad 11 Hal Od7 12 db6 Ha? 
13 b4 a5 14 c3 £ye4 15 £yd7 
@d7 16 QbS Gc7 17 He2t+ 
Epishin, Serman) 6 g4 Qd6 7 
Uyf3 ZYc6 8 gf5 0-0 9 0-0-0 
Qf4 10 Wf4 ef5 11 Qd3 es 
12 4yge2 £ye7 13 h4tt Epish- 
in - Malaniuk. 

You will see other ex- 
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amples of the destabilising 
h2 - h3 and g2 - g4 in our 
odds and ends chapter. 
Black can defuse the bomb 
with natural development. 
4 e3 e6 
5 4 f3 
White is ill-advised to 
freak out with 5 h3, e.g. 5 
.. Qd6! 6 WF3 0-0 7 g4 |e! 
8 Gge2 cS+. Black has 
wasted no time in preparing 
central counterplay. 


There are several methods 
of proceeding unambitiously 


of course, e.g. 

a) 5 Qd3 a6 6 43 £ybd7 7 
h3 £ye4 8 Qe4 de4 9 ¿yes 
&ye5 10 QYeS tgS 11 We2 Qdo 
12 0-0-0 QeS Todorovic 
- Markovic, Novi Sad 1988. 

b) 5 Qd3 Qd6 6 Od6 cd6 7 
f4 0-0 8 Gh3 Qd7 9 0-0 
é\c6 10 ¿42 Hc8 Isan - 
Engels, Montevideo 1941. 

Cc) S §\bS?! Unambitious 
in the sense that White is 
trying desperately hard not 
to win. 5 ... £ya6 6 a4 Qe7 7 
c3 0-0 8 Od3 cb 9 Ga3 
ZYb8 10 ZY3 Z£ye4 11 0-0 
£yd7 12 £ye5 g5 13 £yd7 Qd7 
14 QeS Of6 15 f4 QeS 16 feS 
We7 17 Qe4 fe4 18 Wed RFSF 
Raicevic - Psakhis, Troon 
1984. It must have been the 
haggis. 

5 có 





Black has a fine position, 
Pribyl - Jansa, Jurmala 1987 
proceeded 

10 hg3 Qd7 
11 a Qd6 
12 f4 t5b6 
13 ¿Hat Ye? 
14 cS QcS 
15 des 0-0-0 
16 Wd4 eS! 


Bin 3 f3 
Non-existant on the 
modern master scene. 3 ... 
¿Nf6 transposes to section 
A variation via, but Black 
has something stronger. 
3 cS! 
3... e6? 4 eA! A 4... Qb4 
5 ef5 efS 6 &Ah3t ECO. 
4 el 
If White cannot play this 
move his pawn has no 
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business on f3. 


MES 


M k d Z J 

e MRP 
IRRE Hr 
20 Rew eS OGyeR 


First seen in Rossetto - 





Pelikan, Argentina 1959. Its 


time for White to take a 

long hard look at things. 

He can, in fact, equalize 

but the path is very narrow. 
5 deS (!) 

The best, under trying 
circumstances. Pomar  - 
Larsen, Orense 1975 is the 
usual reference one sees 
when consulting this line 
which went 5 QbS? Qd7 6 
Qd7 £yd7 7 £yd5 cd4 8 £ye2 
fe4 9 fe4 Degf6F 10 QeS Was 
11 Qd2 WeS 12 Afe Afe 13 
Gyg3 h5 14 f3 h4 15 Ge2 
M4c2-16 WES Wed 17 Web Qe7 
18 Qb4 Zyd5! 19 Qe7 ZYf4 20 
Wc4 Be7 O: 1. Very nervy 
play by White. 

NES d4 
6 Qc4! 


6 £yd5 fe4 7 fe4 Wh4T; 


6 &\ce2. 


6... &\c6 
6 ... dc3?? 7 Qf7 Qe? 8 
Qg5. 

7 ¿ds ¿yes 
8 Ye2 &\c4 
9 WYc4 Qd6 
10 pf4 &\e7 
11 Qg5 Qe6 
12 gje2 fe4 
13 fe4- 


Rossetto - Pelikan, Arg- 
entina 1959. 

Contemporary sources 
seemed to have overlooked 
this important reference; 
perhaps in enthusiasm over 
Black's fourth move. It 
does not however alter the 
verdict that 3 f3 is bad. 


Bv) 3 Qg5 

Main line. If Black doesn't 
wish to transpose to varia- 
tion A he should reinforce 
his centre with c7 - c6. he 
will further fianchetto his 
king's bishop and hope that 
his position is more flex- 
ible now that the king's 
knight is still at home. 

This assumption is 
probably correct. 

We break the section 
down: 


Bva) 3 ... c6 - Black does 
not play g7 - go. 
Bvb) 3 ... g6, 3 ... c6 intend- 
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ing ... g6. 


Bva) 3 ... c6 - Black does 
not play g7 - g6. 
d- xs c6 
4 e 

4 Wd2 is an interesting 
novelty tried out in the 
Bundesliga. White decided 
to go straight for e2 - e4 
but more restrained plans 
involving 0-0-O also look 
possible. The game Riedel - 
Heidrich, FRG 1986 proc- 
eeded 4 ... Zyd7?! (4 ... f6 
must be critical, e.g. 5 Qf6 
ef6 or 5 f3!?) 5 f3 Zygf6 6 
e4! fe4 7 fe4 He4 8 He4 
de4 9 Zye2 £Yf6 10 ZYc3 Qe6 
11 Qe2 t$d7 12 0-0 with diff- 
icult play which looks 
preferable for White if he 
ever rounds the e4 pawn up 
without surrendering the 
bishops. 

A similar but less succ- 
essful idea, 4 Wd3, was 
roughly treated in Banas - 
Vokac, Czech Ch. 1986, e.g. 
4 ... qYf6 S Qf6 ef6 6 t$e3 
DET 7 Wf3 Was! 8 e3? Qa3F. 

4 ... Wbé!? 


see following diagram 


Trying to strand the 
bishop on g5. Others: 


ZANE vi; 
Wi 


TS que 
rr] eei 3 a f— 
ME 2 UE 
UIN 


p 


th 
DE 
A pa 
YG 7 Heed, 1 i 
DRY FRA 
77 85 0 oH 








i) 4 ... Zyd7!? e.g. 5 Qd3! 
Gydf6 6 Zyge2 e6 7 f3 h6 8 
Of4 gS. By kicking the 
bishop around Black hopes 
to gain space. Unfortun- 
ately White is well mobil- 
ised, e.g. 9 QeS Qg7 10 ed! 
&ye7 11 Wd2 Qd7 12 0-0-0 
Was 13 Q)bit (A 45) 
Polugayevsky - Liebert, 
Rostov on Don 1961. 

ii) 4 ... d6?! S QA3 es 6 
des WeS 7 23 We7 8 Ad4 
YE7 9 W383 go 10 We3t 
Ghinda - Stanciu, Roman- 
ian Ch. 1978. Black was very 
generous with development 
tempi. 

But 4 ... Yb6 puts the 
heat on straight away. If 
White wants to gamble he 
must put his trust in 5 
Od3'? v$b2 6 Yge2 Wb 7 
Hb1 which looks reasonable 
value, although no-one has 
tried it. 

A further point is that if 
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White now makes some 
sort of passive defensive 
move, e.g. S Rbi?! or 5 Wel, 
Black can successfully play 
5... £7, e.g. 5 Hb1?! čad7 6 
Od3 e6! 
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ainan. kt 
uiMim B 
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Whilst this may not 
seem much of a gain Black 
can play ... Zygf6 in safety 
now that it is possible to 
recapture with a knight and 
he may consider 7 4)f3 
Qe7!? A 8 Qe? Zye7, ... Zyg6, 
.. We7 and an eventual ... 
es. 

We are trying to avoid 
the static doubled pawns 
after 3 Qg5 £yf6 4 Qf6 ef6 
and so criticism of 4... Wb6 
should be seen in this light. 

S Gadi? Was 
6 c3 

Mozny - Dejkalo, Prague 
1988 went 6 £3c3 £4d7 7 (43 
e6 8 Dge2 Def 9 0-0 Qdo 
10 Of4 % : %. Any White 
initiative has been snuffed 





ea mE 





L} 


out, eg. 10 ... We7 11 Qd6 
Wd6o= Black has secure 
control over eS and he can 
finachetto his queen's 
bishop aiming for either c6 
~cS or e6 - eS in due course. 


6: as 2)d7 
7 b4 my, 
8 4X3 eS 


We are following Gulko 
- Short, Hastings 1988/89. 
Black has answered White's 
pretentious queen-side play 
with a good old-fashioned 
blow in the centre. 


9 Qh4 e4 

10 Qg3 Qd6 
fi Ad ¿e 
12 & cS &)f6 


13 Qd6  vd6F 


E 4% — K 
iim A Xi 
Piu a E 
Wi IBI 


,U HIN m 

mom mw 
NON ra: 
E gas A 


Short soon developed his 
initiative. The whole form- 
ation looks like a passive 
French. Finally, 5 a3 £yd7 6 
Qd3 g6 7 |F3 Qg7 8 Qf4 
Zyh6 9 b4 ZYf7 10 Has Wd8= 


was Krasenkov - Piskov, 
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USSR 1989 given in Infor- 
mator 46 but this is also 
not damaging for Black. 


E 3... g6, 3 ... 

ng ... g6. 

SP vsu c6 

Could be preferable to 3 
. g6 which gives White an 
extra option, e.g. 3 ... g6 4 
h4 Qg7 5 Wd2 c6 6 4f3 
where he tries to do with- 
out e2 - e3. Two references 
provide food for thought, 
e.g. 6... Q)d7 (6 ... h6! 7 Of4 
é\d7 8 e3 Gygf6 9 Gje5 Zye5 
10 QeS He4 it Het Qe5- 
Savage) 7 hS! h6 8 hg6 hg5 9 
Hh7! Hh7 10 gh7 ZWgf6 11 
Ue5 Hf8 12 Yh4 Hf7o 13 
eS Hg6 14 e3 (A He2 - f4) 
14... eS 15 Seb Wh8 16 Wes 
DE7 17 WfSt Henley - 
Savage, New York 1983, or 
6 ... deo 7 Y$e3 Qf7 8 h5 Zyd7 
9 0-0-0 Was 10 Qf 4 Zygf6 11 
hg6 hg6 12 Hh8 Qh8 13 AgS 
Og8 14 Qd6 t4d8 15 Qa3 eS 
16 f4 4\g4 17 Wh3 Of6 18 
&\ge4 de4 19 d\e400 Djuric - 
Psakhis, Banja Luka 1985. 

White seems to be 
struggling to find a good 
waiting move after 3 ... c6. 
4 Wd2 and 4 Wd3 were 
analysed as satisfactory 
for Black in the previous 
section. 


c6 intend- 
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Bes he. was previously 
played more often but 
White has chances for an 
edge, e.g. 6 Of4 Afo 7 Qd3 
G\bd7 8 hS! Yb6 9 hg6 Yyb2 
10 Gge2+ van Wely - 
Nielsen, Denmark 1988 or 
6 ... ad? 7 &Y3 Qg7 8 Qd3 
Gygf6 9 £yge2 ^ Ag3, hS. 
Finally 6... @\d7 7 2)f3 Agfeo 
8 Zye5 Hg8 9 Qa3 (9 f3! A 
Wd2, 0-0-0, e4+ Polugay- 
evsky) 9 ... eS 10 eS Ag4 
11 QOg3t  Polugayevsky - 
Vasiukov, USSR Ch. 1974. 

5... 46?! 6 Gf6 Gfo 7 f4! 
A hS is assessed as £ by 
Kovacevic. 

6 f3! 

6 Qd3 transposing to 
variation B in the 2 Qg5 
chapter may also be good. 
By contrast the 6 h5 of 
Bronstein - Menvielle, Las 
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Palmas 1972 is exposed as 
premature by 6 ... h6! 7 Qf4 
25 8 QeS QeS 9 deS 4\d7 10 
f4 g4=. Bronstein specul- 
ated with 11 e4!? but after 
11... de4 12 (c4 WaS 13 Wd2 
b5 14 Qb3 4yc5 he had 
barely enough compen- 
sation to call the game 
equal (although le : 15, 47). 


> ia Qe6 
7 Qd3 &\f6 
8 Sge2 4\bd7 
9 hs 

A hS - h6. 
9: wi Hg8 


.. Gyh5 10 HhS! gh5 11 
$Y 4! Qf7 12 Zjh5 is a not so 
surprising sacrifice. It will 
be so long before Black's 
rooks get into the game (if 
ever) that White has an 
excellent choice of putting 
a quick boot in. 

10 hg6 hg6 
ii 0-0-Ozt 


EE ETE A 
ELAK € 
Tie a 1 
a SAMA 
esos: h 
DLL 
zaz oan 
Y ZE YE 


Kochiev - Malaniuk, 
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USSR 1984. 


O Y a g6?! 


Lom 













Y, 
du inf 
E QugOu 

Larsen once asked for it 
by provoking 3 e4. He got 
something else. 








3 h4 
3 e4 is simple and good. 

< a 087 

4 hs ¿có 

5 £3 ds 

6 Qf4 a6 

7 el ¿1h6 

8 hg6 hg6 

9 Qd3 gl 


10 Hh8  (h8 
ii We2 57! 


12 des d4 
13 OgSt 
Debarnot - Larsen, Las 
Palmas 1972. 


Given that the simplest 
moves seem to secure an 
edge this is one experiment 
that should not be seen 
again. 

Thus Black has to thread 
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his way through difficult 
complications after 2 4)\c3. 

His | most promising 
course to play for a win 
looks like 2 ... £Yf6 3 Og5 d5 
4 Qf6 ef6 if he is willing to 


defend for a while. 

AS an aggressive tourna- 
ment weapon this variation 
can therefore be recomm- 
ended to White. 


Illustrative games 


Christiansen - Gurevich D 
US Open 1986 

1 d4 f5 2 £4c3 £Yf6 3 Qg5 d5 

4 Qf6 ef6 5 e3 c6 6 Qd3 Od6 

7 WF3 g6 8 h3 We7 9 Dege2 

0-0 10 h4 h5 11 Q\f4 Gg7 12 

yce2 Bh8 13 Hh3 Bho 14 
Bg3 Qeb 15 Jeb Web 


A 
A: 


a 
T We 


SN NE 
REMAR M 
Hišo Ch ie 

S SM Y MN U 


E 
IRR 
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16 Qf5 d5e7 17 F4 Of4 18 
WE4 Zya6 19 0-0-0 4\c7 20 
Qd3 Zye6 21 wyf5 tXf7 22 c3 
He8 23 Wf3 We7 24 Bel fS 25 
vidi HF8 26 Hh3 Bhh8 27 f3 
cS 28 Qc2 Hc8 29 des Mhd8 
30 g4 WycS 31 gfS d4 32 ed4 
E\d4 33 cd4 Hd4 34 Ye2 HF8 
1:0 


Pekarek - Ftacnik 
Czech Open Ch. 1989 

1 d4 f5 2 £4c3 £Mf6 3 Qg5 dS 
4 Gf6 efó 5 e3 có 6 Qd3 Qdo 
7 WF3 g6 8 Sge2 Ad7 9 
0-0-0 &Yf8 10 h4 Deb tt g3 
h5 12 g2 f8 13 f3 We7 14 
e4 fe4 15 fe4 de4 16 Qe4 
Qd7 17 dS cS 18 Af4 0-0-0 
19 Khel Of4 20 gf4 tdo 21 
WF2 £5 22 Qd3 ab 23 Hed 
¿7 24 Edel ¿M6 25 Heb 
Qe6 26 Heó6 t5f8 27 Zya4 Zyd5 
28 E\c5 AF4 29 Who S\d3 30 
cd3 Hd5 31 4)b7 Hh7 32 t$c2 
Hic7 33 ico Me7 0:1 


Huss - Becx 

Lugano 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 &c3 d5 3 g5 Ofo 
4 Qf6 ef6 5 e3 có 6 Qd3 g6 7 
Yf3 hab 8 a3 £yc7 9 h3 Zye6 
10 g4 f4 11 0-0-0 Odo 12 h4 
Qd7 13 é\ge2 fe3 14 fe3 We7 
15 e4 de4 16 Ge4 EF8 17 hS 
&yg5 18 £yd6 t$d6 19 de3 Web 
20 Web Qeo 21 hg6 Qg4 22 
gh7 0-0-0 23 Eth4 f5 24 Efi 
Eh8 25 OFS OFS 26 BFS Hh7 
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27 Hh7 @\h7 28 c3 Hf8 29 
HE8 E\FB 30 D4 Dd7 31 Deb 
Zyb6 32 b3 £yd7 33 d5d2 Z6 
34 a4 b6 35 c4 Gd7 36 Ags 
&ye8 37 De4 Ec7 38 Hed aS 
39 4 Deb 40 eS |S 41 
re Deb 42 Bes AFB 43 cS 
Deg6 44 Df6 AF4 45 cb6 
AdS 46 BeS Eb6 47 4d2 
Hc7 48 Act Ad7 49 Heb 
ENB SO HE? Dh7 51 He DEB 
52 Hf6 $d7 53 beS bc7 54 
é\a5 \d7 55 Seb |F8 56 SS 
£d? 57 £c4 1:0 


Dlugy - Fishbein 
Moscow GMA 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 44c3 |F6 3 Qg5 dS 
4 (Yf6 ef6 5 e3 c6 6 Qd3 g6 7 
h4 Qd6 8 hS = 
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9 he? Sab 10 a3 &\c7 11 £53 
g5 12 £yd2 Qe6 13 0-0-0 ho 
14 f3 $f7 15 g4 f4 16 Qg6 
@e7 17 Yd3 aS 18 ef 4 Qf4 19 
Gje2 vido 20 gf4 gf4 21 
Hhel b6 22 He2 Had8 23 
Hdel c5 24 dc5 bc5 25 Qf5 








QF7 26 Be7 @F8 27 t$c3 He8 
28 He8 Gje8 29 WaS Hg7 30 
ZYb3 c4 31 £yd4 4 c7 32 (eb 
Qe6 33 He6 t$e6 34. Zye6 Zye6 
35 td5 Tte8 36 t4c4 Zyg5 37 
Wc7 g8 38 Wr4 Het 39 Bd2 
PIFI 40 Rc 4-1: 0 


Mohr - Schwartzmann 
Bad Worishofen Open 1990 
1 d4 f5 2 A3 Af6 3 Yes dS 
4 Of6 ef6 S e3 c6 6 Qd3 g6 7 
WE3 Qd6 8 £yge2 Qe6 9 h3 
td7 10 Hf4 ZGja6 11 Qao bab 
12 Das $f7 


DM B "s 
T a = m: 
E ae 
2718 E 
13 E\d3 Wyb7 14 Dac wyb6 15 
0-0 h5 16 Baci g5 17 We2 aS 


18 Heb Heb 19 c4 Qe7 20 
Ac2 Yb7 21 Hfci Hac8 22 





Ec3 dc4 23 Bed WbS 24 vSf3. 


F725 a4 Wb3 26 WES Bg7 
27 h4 Hhf8 28 Zyc5 Qc5 29 
HcS 1:0 


Palatnik - Bjelajac 
Belgrade GMA 1988 
1 d4 f5 24103 ds 3 Qg5 £6 


2 43 35 


4 Qf6 ef6 5 e3 có 6 YYf3 g6 7 
Od3 Ob4 8 Zyge2 Z£yd7 9 h3 
¿nes 10 deS feS {1 0-0-0 e4 
12 Qe4 fe4 13 Zye4 Hf8 14 
We3 We7 iS d4c3 OFS 16 
Wh2 hS 17 g3 0-0-0 18 We2 
£5 19 g4 Qg6 20 Shei h4 21 
(Obi Mde8 22 Beet Wh7 23 
fd2 Ye7 24 a3 Ga5 25 Hedi 
Wf7 26 f4 Be3 27 f5 Qh7 28 
Ha3 










m. 
ki 








one 
MUA 
a 


RE A A, e 


s si 


A 29 m so 30 Md3 Yes 
31 Dd4 Qe8 32 Wd2 Qd8 33 
EF3 We3 34 gS Wel 35 Dadi 
He8 36 Zy£3 WF 37 Dh2 Whi 
38 c3 Qc7 39 |f3 Wh3 40 
E)f2 WEI 41 2)d1 h3 O: 1 






SS 





Salov - Malaniuk 
USSR Ch. 1988 
1 d4 f5 2 £yc3 d5 3 Qg5 Z6 
4 Qf6 ef6 5 e3 c6 6 Gd3 Z6 
7 a3 &c7 8 h4 h5 9 &h3 g6 
10 Af4 Hf7 11 Hce2 £ye6 12 
c4 Df4 13 DF4 dce4 14 Qc4 
$g7 15 ict Qdo 16 WF3 Mes 
17 0-0 Qf4 18 WE4 Qeo 19 


(d3 aS 20 fic2 Qb3 21 fic5 
Wb8 22 Wb8 Meb8 23 g3 He8 
24 Wfci Qds 25 Qf! df7 26 


Qg2 Qg2 27 Bg2 Heb 28 b4 
ab4 29 ab4 


alm n^ 4 
Zi Y Y 
As t7 
noni 


y E 

e Be 

j QUSE 
5 





dd6 
29 ... a2 equalises. 

30 d5 cd5 31 HbS5 Hac8 32 
Bc8 Mc8 33 Wb7 g5 34 hg5 
fg5 35 Mh7 g4 36 fih5 dyes 
37 Bhi Hb8 38 Hbi d4 39 
ed4 @d4 40 bS d5c5 41 f3 
bb6 42 Hb4 Has 43 Hb3 
d)b6ó 44 Hb4 Has 45 b3 
@b6 46 YHF2 Ha8 47 fg4 fg4 
48 Hb4 Hf8 49 $e2 Heg 50 
f2 f8 51 de2 He8 52 $d3 
dc5 53 He4 Hd8 54 Be3 
Qjb5 55 Pig 4 dbc5 56 Hgo d5d5 
57 @f4 Hf8 58 Hg4 Ged 59 
Heb HAS 60 Hh6 He4. 61 Hh5 
TES 62 Bh4 OF3 63 g4 HF8 
64 gS Bf4 65 @hS Bg3 66 
Ha6 Hh4 67 Hg6 Hb4 68 
@h7 Bed 69 Has Hb7 70 
Dho Mb2 71 g6 Hh2 72 Hg? 
Of4 73 QF7 1:0 


36 24)c3 


Krasenkov - Dolmatov 

Moscow GMA 1989 
1 d4 fS 2 44c3 |F6 3 Qges d5 
4 Qf6 ef6 5 e3 Qe6 6 Zyge2 
Wd7 7 |f4 Of7 8 h4 h5 9 
Wyd2 g6 10 0-0-0 A\c6 11 bi 
a6 12 f3 0-0-0 13 g3 @b8 14 
Qh3 g5 15 £yd3 Qdo 16 WF2 
čje? 17 £ye2 HÉde8 18 hg5 fg5 
19 f4 g4 20 Qe2 Des 21 Bes 
Ye7 22 Hh2 Hf6 23 Yel Hho 
24 Wd2 Beh8 25 Bdhi Qe8 
26 b3 Qf7 27 al Qe6 28 c4 
¿yet 29 QYe4 de4 30 c5 Nes 
31 feS h4 32 gh4 Hh4 33 
¿Nf4 g3 34 Hh4 Hh4 35 Ret 
Eh2 36 el d7 37 dl $b5 
38 Hg2 Kg2 39 £yg2 t$d3 40 
Whi tyc2 41 Hf4 g2 42 Hg2 
a5 43454 a4 0:1 


Hansen LB - Kuczynski 

. Warsaw 1990 
1 d4 FS 24103 ¿NF6 3 OQes ds 
4 Qf6 ef6 S e3 Qeó 6 Qd3 
E\cb 7 Yge2 Wd7 8 AF4 0F7 
9 a3 h5 10 h4 0-0-0 11 Zyce2 
bb8 12 t4d2 Zye7 13 tcl gS 
14 £yh3 Qh6 15 c3 Ago 16 
hgS fg5 17 Wc2 Qeb 18 0-0-0 
h4 19 f4 g4 20 )g5 Haf8 21 
Obi We7 22 Deb Web 23 Aci 
Bfe 24 Hdel Qf8 25 c4 dc4 
26 Qc4 Who 27 Ha2 Qdb 28 
£yd3 Zye7 29 fidi Hfhe 30 
G)F2 Web 31 dS Who 32 e4 
Qc5 33 Dd3 Od4 34 Act fe4 
35 QYb3 Qg7 36 t*e4 Zyc8 37 


Qe2 £yd6 38 t$d3 a5 39 t4c2 
WF2 40 Hhfi Wg2 41 Ret 
wed 42 Ye4 De4 43 Eg4 
Qfó 44 Ytg2 h3 45 Hh2 Oh4 
46 Hh3 a4 47 DaS Hf2 48 
Fih4 fih4 49 Md4 Me8 50 d6 
cS S1 fid5 Hf4 52 Qab bab 53 
Gc6 $b7 54 d7 pih8 55 d8t/ 
Fid8 56 Zyd8 d)bó 57 Fes 
Fid4 58 [ic2 4 : % 


Polgar Z - Winants 
Wijk aan Zee 1990 
1 d4 fS 2 \c3 DFC 3 Qes dS 
4 Qf6 ef6 5 e3 Qe6 6 Qd3 
Wd7 7 Dege2 £yc6 8 £Yf4 Qf7 
9 a3 &ye7 10 h3 h5 11 h4 c6 12 
b4 @c8 13 bS do 14 Hbi 
We7 1S bc6 beb 16 HF Was 
17 Eb3 Qe7 18 Qe2 g6 19 Bh3 
Od8 20 Yel Abo 21 Hb4 Od8 
22 ¿Hat 0-0 23 Ad3 We7 24 
gyacS YWe7 25 Hb3 (b6 26 
Wb4 Zyc4 27 Hgl Hac8 28 
Wei Hfe8 29 Ycl @h7 30 Ofi 
{)d6 31 Wel dye4 32 YWb4 Oc7 
33 Gao Qd6 34 WaS gS 35 
hgS fg5 36 Wel f4 37 ef 4 gf4 
38 ¿yes Qe5 39 des Yes 40 
Eb7 Hg8 41 Yydi He7 42 He7 
We7 43 Db4 Who 44 ZDa3 
é\e5 45 Bh2 Be8 46 Wet 
é\e6 47 Bh3 Og6 48 c4 d4 
49 cS @g7 SO Wd2 h4 51 Het 
Qf5 52 hi Hh8 53 ZYf3 h3 
54 Éh2 Qe4 55 Qe2 d3 56 
Od3 Qf3 57 gf3 £yg5 58 Qe2 
t3al 59 **di dd! 60 Od! Rds 


2 43 37 


61 Ye2 Hd2 62 $fi Ha2 63 
Qab Ha3 64 Qb7 Hc3 65 Qcó6 
Hc5 66 Qd7 BeS 67 Hhi Has 
68 Qa4 Ha4 0:1 


Kochiev - Malaniuk 
USSR 1984 
1 d4 fS 2 £yc3 dS 3 Qg5 g6 4 
h4 Qg7 5S e3 c6 6 WF3 Qeb 7 
Qd3 £f6 8 Zyge2 Zybd7 9 hs 
Hg8 10 hg6 hg6 11 0-0-0 
YaS 12 Obi Qf7 13 Ofo Zyf6 
14 as &\e4 15 Qe4 de4 16 f3 


X 77 

iim E 
worn YY 
Mair 
E Y 
a £Y gery 
zma pona 
/ Y E 


ef3 17 i. 0-0-0 18 g4 Qe6 
19 gf5 WES 20 We2 OF6 21 e4 
WeS 22 WF2 WaS 23 eS Qh8 
24 We3 Hb8 25 Hh7 Mde8 26 
Wes Wd8 27 Dg3 Oe7 28 a3 
Qf8 29 Zyge4 QfS 30 tg3 
Ha8 31 We3 Wb 32 dyad WbS 
33 £yac5 Hd8 34 Hd3 b6 35 
&Yc3 WaS 36 £y5e4 g5 37 Hh5 
Qg6 38 Éh! e6 39 Hd2 Qe7 
40 gYf6 Hg7 41 Bel OFS 42 
Hdg2 Wao 43 Mg5 Hg5 44 
Wes Hdd 45 Wg8 Md8 46 
WE? QcS 47 Ne8 Whi 48 Hal 





Hg8 49 We8 db7 50 WF7 
ab $1 Dd7 Qd3B S2 bs 
1:0 


Knaak - Vyzmanavin 
Palma GMA 1989 
1d4 f5 2 4\c3 dS 3 Qg5 g6 4 
h4 0g7 5 G)h3 c6 6 tYd3 Yd6 
7 OF4 eS 8 Qe5 QeS 9 He3 
&\d7 10 £4 We7 11 fFeS Wh4 12 
g3 We7 13 |f4 |F8B 14 Wd2 
Qe6 15 Zya4 OF7 16 AcS gS 17 
E\h3 b6 18 jab Deb 19 e3 
Wd7 20 e4 fe4 21 gS Ags 
22 Wes Qeb 23 Qe2 De7 24 
Hh6 Xg8 25 Qh5 Gd8 26 
Wh4 Gc8B 27 Bh7 |FS 28 
d7 Gd7 29 Wh2 Hg3 30 
0-0-0 Fih8 31 Hhi Bes 32 
We2 Fhe8 33 b3 fig2 34 Wel 
gd4 35 Qd! H8g7 36 tyb4 cS 
37 Wat Be7 38 AcS bcS 39 
Wa7 0d7 40 Wc5 dje6 41194. 

1:0 


Cichocki - Bany 

Polish Ch. 1990 
1d4 f5 2 &c3 d5 3 Qe5 c6 4 
Wd2 vYb6 S 0-0-0 4d7 6 f3 
eS 7 de5 yes 8 e4 fe4 9 fe4 
Qg4 10 el d4 11 Zyd5 cd5 12 
edS Qd6 13 Of4 0-0-0 14 
Qe5 Qe5 15 HeS GYf6 16 Qe2 
Ahf8 17 £3 Hd5 18 Bds 
&\dS 19 dd4 Qe2 20 de2 
J\e3 21 c3 Gb8 22 We7 Has 
23 Bet Ga8 24 Ac3 Wdo 25 
Qb1 a6 26 We3 Wes 27 hed 


38 28)c3 


AFS 28 g4 Dh4 29 tht Zyg2 
30 Hh7 Mg8 31 as Mg4 32 
He7 Hg5 33 Me4 HfS 34 b4 
AF4 35 He8 Ha7 364145 Hd4 
37 HeS f4 38 |f4 b4 39 
dci Hf4 40 aS Hb4 41 Mes 
Hbs 42 Vic? Ha5 43 Hb2 HbS 
44. a3 b6 45 Tth7 dyc5 46 
Eh4 Hbi 47 Hig4 bó 48 Xth4 
a5 49 Hg4 Pb4 50 Hg3 c4 
51 Hh3 Hbi 52 dja2 HbS 53 
Hg3 HoS 54 Q9b2 a4 55 Hg4 
b5 56 fih4 Bc4 57 Bho Has 
58 Be6 b5 59 c3 h4 60 Hf6 
f{h8 61 Heo Mb8 62 Bad bo 
63 f{b6 Db6 64 bb4 $e : e 


Ghinda - Stanciu 

Rumanian Ch. 1978 
1 d4 f5 2 £yc3 d5 3 QgS c6 4 
e3 tiid6 5 Qd3 eS 6 deS WeS 7 
&F3 We7 8 Dd4 WT 9 WE 
We6 10 Ye3 Hf6 11 Qdbs 
cbS 12 4yb5 Hc6 13 ic? Gd7 
14 Ha8 Qb4 15 c3 Qd6 16 
th4 Zyg4 17 h3 £ygeS 18 QbS 
h6 19 0-0-0 Web 20 OF6 gS 
21 Qg5 Gygo 22 t3a4 hg5 23 
c4 dc4 24 (c6 bc6 25 Wa7 
Q9e8 26 Ac7 Oc7 27 We7 £ye7 
28 Hd81:0 


Gulko - Short 
Hastings 1988/89 
1 d4 f5 2 4\c3 dS 3 Qg5 co 4 
e3 Wb6 S Dad Was 6 c3 Syd? 
7 b4 Wc7 8 &f3 e5 9 Oh4 e4 
10 Og3 Ode 11 Ad2 De7 12 


S\cS |F6 13 Qdo Wdb 14 f4 
ef3 15 WF3 Dgo 16 Qd3 0-0 
17 0-0 b6 18 ZYcb3 Qd7 19 
Hael Hae8 20 g3 He4 21 Qe4 
fe4 22 WhS h6 23 EF8 |F8 
24 FFI Web 25 S\cl E)h7 26 
Wdi Afo 27 He2 gS 28 Wel 
e7 29 Ohi NFS 30 Del Oc8 
31 We2 We4 32 Wel WhS 33 
if2 Dg4 34 Me2 WET 35 dh3 
\e3 36 RF2 |FS 37 |F1 WhS 
38 Agi ab 39 De3 dg3 


LA E 7 A E p 
| 


Ss SS 


BS 


Y 
a RIM E 

2m m m m 

7 7 t C 
40 Hg2 Bf2 41 05f2 Zye2 42 
Uf 5 Df 4 43 Ohi W7 44 Wes 
@h7 45 Wdb Qe2 46 Web 
£yd3 47 h3 Qf3 48 AF3 |f2 
49 Ogi Hh3 50 Bh2 WF Si 
@h3 W3 52 Oh2 We3 53 t*d5 
WF2 54 Oh3 WF3 55 Hh2 WF2 
56 @h3 v$f3 57 @h2 g4 58 
Wd7 @g6 59 dS WF2 60 Shi 
@hS 0:1 





Poluliakhov - Glek 
Podolsk 1990 
1 d4 F5 2 &c3 d5 3 Qg5 co 4 
e4 de4 5 f3 Wb6 6 Wd2 Wb2 


zoo) 


7 Bbi e3 8 We3 Wa3 











i 
M M PA 
ERM 


AERE PIE 


9 Qc4 ho 10 Of4 Dfo 11 
Zyge2 dbd7 12 BF2 Abo 13 
Qb3 &a6 14. h4. ZybdS 15 (dS 
Zyd5 16 2\d5 cdS 17 Dc3 G7 
18 DaS tyc4 19 Dc7 Hb8 20 
¿ye6 Ma8 21 d5 b6 22 Mbdi 
Qd7 23 Hhel Hc8 24 jid4 
Ya2 25418 Hc2 26 Hgl Hg2 
27 $h1 Ef8 28 We? Hg8 29 
Wd7 Hh7 30 Md2 Hd2 31 Hg 
Yb2 32 Qd2 f6 33 Hg3 Hf7 
34 Web Yh4 35 Gg2 Ye7 36 
Yg6 Dg8 37 Oho We2 38 hl 
Wf 39 Oh2 W2 40 Oh3 Bi 
41 @h4 f4 42 Bh3 Wei 43 
HS tes 44 Bgi Wd4 45 
Qg5 Wel 46 OhS We2 47 Web 
@h7 48 Wes Ses 49 Web 
@h7 50 d6 Hf6 51 Gf6 gó 52 
@h4 Bho 53 We7 1:0 
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Conquest - Chandler 
British Ch. 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 £yc3 d5 3 Qf4 ZVf6 
4 e3 e6 5 h3 Od6 6 Qd6 cd67 


g4 £jcó 8 Qg2 fg4 9 hg4 


39 


Qd7 10 g5 £3g8 11 WhS go 12 
Yh2 


„SEAN 
iri mo: 
AAT T17 
f ; on IT, 

s Pi R 

TE ; 

v4bo 13 Gyge2 Gjce7 14 0-0 
O-0-0 15 a4 Hf5 16 aS Wab 
17 e4 de4 18 Qe4 Zyge7 19 f3 
ho 20 Od3 Y$có 21 vSf2 hg5 
22 QbS We7 23 0d7 Gd7 24 
ds 2\d5 25 |d5 edS 26 Ma7 
YWcS 27 WcS des 28 a6 b6 29 
ARf2 Zye3 30 c3 $c6 31 b4 
Hh3 32 a7 ®b7 33 bc5 bc5 
34 Gf4 Mg3 35 $h2 gf4 36 
a8Y$ Ha8 37 Hib2 $Hc6 38 Ha8 
d4 39 cd4 cd4 40 Hc8 Bd7 
41 Hbb8 Hf3 42 [d8 de6 43 
Hd4 BFS 44 Hbi gS 45 Xd8 
Hf2 46 $gi Eg2 47 Ohi Hg3 
48 Be8 Bh3 49 Hgl Hg4 50 
HbS fig3 Sl Bf2 jig2 52 Bel 
@f3 0:1 
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Vera ~- Grivas 
Leningrad 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 Zyc3 d5 3 g5 c6 4 
e3 g6 5 h4 Qg?7 6 AF3 Ofe 7 
Qd3 Qe6 8 Zye2 Of7 9 |AF4 
Gybd7 10 hS Zye4 11 hgó hg6 


40 24)c3 


12 Mh8 Qh8 13 de2 Zyg5 14 
Gjg5 Of6 15 gf7 Bf7 16 g4 
e6 17 WF1 Wh8 18 We2 we7 19 
Hg! Hg8 20 c4 4\b6 21 cds 
E\dS 22 Dd5 cdS 23 Hct Qd8 
24 Ye3 Qb6 25 Wdb WEB 26 
Uf 4 Y5b8 27 YF3 fo 


% HA, 

aim E Y 
a 
pra, 
EU Bim 
maui 

AE SE 
Le YOY TJ 


28 Hel Be7 29 We2 SF7 30 
didi fg4 31 Mg4 wh2 32 &f3 
$e7 33 Bhi Wb8 34 Bh7 Hd6 
35 0b51:0 








Soffer - Rechlis 
Berne Zonal 1990 
1d4 f5 2 4)c3 dS 3 dg5 h6o 4 
Qf4 e6 5 e3 &Af6 6 Qd3 Qdb 7 
¿Nf3 0-0 8 HeS £3c6 9 £c6 
bc6 10 gjad Ye? 11 0-0 eS 12 
des Qe5 13 QeS WeS 14 Qe2 
f4 15 ef4 t4f4 16 cS OFS 17 
g3 tyb4 18 Ab3 Hae8 19 c3 
*b6 20 Qf3 Qh3 21 Qg2 Zyg4 
22 Y$d2 £42 23 Hf2 RF2 24 
Wf2 He2 25 Hfi Hf2 26 Hf2 
Qg2 27 bg2 e3 28 Ad2 cS 
29 Bi aS 30 He2 Wd3 31 $f2 
d4 32 de4 bi 33 a3 Whi 34 


h4 d3 35 Rel Wh2 36 @f3 
Wb2 37 a4 c4 0:1 


Raicevic - Psakhis 
Troon 1984 
1 d4 F5 2 &c3 d5 3 9f4 Afo 
4 e3 e6 5 £Yb5 ab 6 al Qe7 
7 c3 0-0 8 Qd3 c6 9 Zya3 
E)b8 10 Z£3 Zye4 11 0-0 Zd7 
12 He5 g5 13 £yd7 Qd7 14 
Qe5 Qf6 15 f4 QeS 16 fes 
We7 17 Oe4 fe4 18 Wed HFS 
19 b4 Haf8 20 a5 Qe8 21 
Hael h5 22 Ye2 h4 23 Abi 
Wh7 24 EFS efS 25 é\d2 Qd7 
26 Bf1f4 27 BF2 BFS 28 di 
$g7 29 Ye2 go 30 c4 Wet 


z 
A 
Z 
ma? 


li We G 
“teem V 
E es 
Be Yr dé 


ining 4 
nu VEKA 
Y [nj | či 


31 h3 Ye2 32 He2 b6 33 ab6 
ab6 34 b5 f5 35 bc6 Qcb 36 
cdS Od5 37 4 bl Hc8 38 df2 
ici 39 Bb2 b5 40 £ya3 fe3 41 
He2 Hf4 42 Hb5 0: 1 

2... QF7 A QhS mate. 








Polgar Z - Rivas 
Salamanca 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 £c3 d5 3 QF4 Ab 


28)c3 41 


4 e3 a6 5 Qd3 c5 6 dc5 e6 7 
£ya4 Oc5 8 Gjc5 Was 9 c3 
WcS 10 (eS Dybd7 11 Wad b5 
12 Wd4 eS 13 Wes 0-0 14 
Wd4 We7 15 f4 Od7 16 Gf3 
Hfc8 17 0-0 Qe8 18 h3 as 19 
a3 Hab8 20 @h2 Hc7 21 WeS 
Hbo 22 Pig! h5 23 Bedi Bcb7 
24 t4d4 Zyd7 25 Tgl Zyf6 26 
Hadi Hb8 27 Z£yg5 Z£yh7 28 
E\h7 @h7 29 g4 hg4 30 Hg3 
Bg8 31 hg4 fg4 32 Bg2 es 
33 WeS WeS 34 feS Heo 35 
(fs Mes 36 ()g4 b4 37 ab4 
ab4 38 cb4 fib4 39 Hd2 0f7 
40 @f2 Ee8 41 Odi Heb8 42 
b3 d4 43 Hd4 Qb3 44 Qf3 
Qf7 45 Éb4 Hb4 46 e4 Hb3 
47 e5 Qf 8 48 Hgl to : t5 


Langl - Schubert 

Zurich Open 1989 
1 d4 fS 2 Zyc3 £yf6 3 Qg5 d5 
4 f3 c6 5 e3 b6 6 e4 fe4 7 
Qf6 ef6 8 fe4 Qb4 9 WhS go 
10 Who Qc3 11 bc3 v$e7 12 
0-0-0 de4 13 Zje2 (a6 14 
Zyg3 fS 15 AFS gf5 16 ab 
£ya6 17 c6 f7 18 jihfi 
Bac8 19 BFS Hg7 20 b5 
Hhf8 21 LFS Wad 22 Obi Hs 
23 WeS Hh8 24 tes Bg8 25 
Wed Wc3 26 Ye2 Yb4 27 Hal 
Wc3 28 Obl *% : % 


Norri - Hoen 
European Team Ch. 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 £4c3 d5 3 e4 de4 4 


Qf4 Zf6 5 £3 eo 6 Qc4 Odo 7 
Zyh3 
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&\cb 8 dS eS 9 QeS Gd4 10 
fe4 0-0 11 0-0 YYe8 12 f2 
Yeo 13 Ofo Bro 14 efS OFS 
15 Qd3 Qd3 16 Yd3 g\c2 17 
Bact BRF2 18 Weo AIO: I 


Iclicki - Lane 

Brussels 1990 
1d4 f5 24103 d5 3 e4 de4 4 
QF4 Hf6 5 f3 e6 6 fe4 fe4 7 
Qc4 Qd6 8 Zyge2 0-0 9 0-0 
Zycó 10 a3 &h8 11 t4d2 eS 12 
Qg5 ed4 13 Qf6 dc3 14 Qc3 
Qc5 15 dhi tyd2 16 HFS OFS 
17 Qd2 OFS 18 Hfi g6 
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42 263 


19 g4 b5 20 OdS Hd8 21 Oc3 
087 22 087 Gg? 23 Qcó Qg4 
24 QbS fid2 25 Mel c2 26 
b3 Qf3 27 d)g1 e3 28 Qc4 g5 
29 h3 h5 30 @h2 Ra2 31 Get 
Hc2 32 Hc1 Hd2 33 Hei aS 34 
ad c5i4 :% 


Ochoa - Garcia F 
Albacete 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 Z4c3 d5 3 f3 e6 4 e4 
Qb4 5 ef5 efS 6 Ah3 Hf6 7 


We2 OF7 8 Kgs Bgo 9 Wd3 


. He8 10 Hat hó 11 Hh3 bo 12 


a3 d4e7 13 Qd2 Qa6 14 ZYf4 
Qf7 15 d4f5 Qc3 16 bc3 Qc8 
17 go Bg8 18 Od3 c5 19 Hel 
vag 20 He8 WeB 21 Wes 
&\e8 22 dS Qb7 23 ¿e7 
DF7 24 186 d\c6 25 d5 De7 
26 &ye7 QSe7 27 c4 bS 28 cbS 
(345 29 c4 Qe6 30 Qe3 c8 
31 $902 46 32031: 0 


Des 43 


2 2 295 
1 d4 f5 possible. 
2 Ogs We will examine all 


At first sight 2 QgS 
doesn't seem to promise 
very much. It seems that 
Black should be able to 
ignore the bishop and fit 
his pieces comfortably 
around it. 

How? 

White reasons that 2 ... 
&f6 is unattractive. 3 Qf6! 
ef6 4 e3 leads to a position 
where the Black bishops 
are not harmonising with 
the pawn structure and 
that while development for 
White is relatively easy, 
good squares for Black are 
correspondingly difficult 
to find. 

With Black's most nat- 
ural move thus deterred 
some care is reguired to 
build up a good position. 
Having said that, it is still 


playable replies to this 
interesting bishop move. 


A) 2... 466% 

B) 2..g6 

C) 2 ... h6 

D) 2..cSand2.. h6 
3 Qh4 c5 

E) 2...c6 

F) 2 ... Others 


HP 
rd 





44 2 985 


modern master examples 
of 2 .. &f6. The main 
reason being that it plays 
straight into White's 
hands. If Black is trying to 
find an harmonious way to 
develop his king-side there 
should be better ways of 
going about it. 
3  Qf6 

3 §\c3 transposes to an 
earlier line and 3 gjd2 is 
uninspired, e.g. 3 ... d5! 

4 ¿Dgf3 e6 5 e3 Qe7 6 c4 
có 7 Qd3 0-0 8 Hc! Zye4 9 
Qe7 We7 10 HeS Ad2 11 Wd2 
G\d7= Larsen - Maric, 
Vinkovci 1970. 

4 Qf6 ef6 S e3 Qeb 6 He2 
(6 Qd3) 6 ... Qd6 7 c4 dc4 8 
$Yc3 £yd7 9 Qc4 Qc4 10 Zc4 
$jb6 11 &ydo t$dóo 12 WF3t 
Hort - Hartoch, Amster- 
dam 1982. 7 ... có was better 
than surrendering the 
centre. 

d wa ef6 
4 e3 

Belin and Taimanov 
suggest that other moves 
might also be good, e.g. 

a) 4 c4 Ob4 (4 ... db S g3 
Qe7 6 Qg2 0-0 7 e3 He8 8 
gje2 with a better White 
structure) 5 @\c3 Qc3!? 6 
bc3 b6 7 Wyc2 g6 8 h4 416 (8 
.. Df7 4 ... (a6 Taimanov) 
9 hS @f7 10 g4! fg4 11 Qg2 


Qb7 12 Qd5 Qg7 13 t*e4 f5 14 
Wr4tG  Nesis - Vasiliev, 
Corres 1977/78. 

4 g3! A simple way to get 
a slight edge. 4 ... d5 5 t&d3 
(d6 6 Zyc3 có 7 £3 0-0 8 
O-0-0£ Chistiakov - Anto- 
shin, Moscow 1948. The 
Black pawn structure is 
inviting White to comm- 
ence an attack, e.g. h3, Hgl, 
g4 or e3, Obl, He2 - f4, c4. 

4. o ... ds 

Our main line move but 
only in terms of frequency. 
Perhaps Black should look 
for something better, e.g. 

a) 4... We7!? (4 ... Wb4) 5 
&yc3 có 6 t$f3 d5 7 Qd3 g6 8 
&yge2 (8 h4 ^ £yh3 would be 
my choice) 8... Qe6 9 h4 hS 
10 0-0-0 4)d7 11 Zyf 4 QF7 12 
Ye2 Qh6!= Milev - Farre, 
Olympiad 1958. With only 
limited dynamic resources 
available, Black has made 
the best of things. White 
will find it very difficult to 
engineer a successful pawn 
lever without unleashing 
the Black bishops. 

b) 4 .. gó6 5 Qd3 Qg7?! 
(this bishop would be 
better placed on d6 or h6) 6 
ge2! c6 7 G\d2 dS 8 /\F4 Qho 
9 WF3 0-0 10 0-0-0 b5 11 h3 
G\ab 12 a3 do Bagirov - 
Rajkovic, Vrnjacka Banja 
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1974, shortly drawn. 

c) 4 ... 4yc6 5 c3 (5 c4! 
Taimanov) 5 ... d5 6 Qd3 
Qe6 7 Zye2 t&d7 8 Zyd2 (d6 9 
Wc2 b6 10 a3 Se7 11 c4t 
Sibarevic - Nikolic, Vrnj- 
acka Banja 1974. 

d) 4 ... Qe7 (experience is 
teaching us that this is not 
the best square) 5 Qd3 d5 6 
¿ye2 0-0 7 GJf4 c6 8 c4t 
Bellin. 

S  c4! 


7. te, 
4 Y 
h A 
2 g" 





The correct way to treat 
the position. White can go 
rock solid with 5 Qd3 A c3, 
¿Nbd2 but weaving an edge 
out of this particular 
structural web might not 
be to everyone's taste. 
Nevertheless 5 Qd3 Qd6 (5 
-« €yc6, S ... c6) 6 £yd2 c6 7 
WF3 g6 8 h4 £ya6 9 c3 £yc7 
10 hS @f7 11 0-0-Ot is an 
obscure Polish game quoted 
by Bellin and the assess- 
ment is correct. I don't see 


any possibility for Black to 
find active counterplay. 

a ae c6 

. b4 6 4yc3 0-0 7 £Yf3 
Pa 7... £41? 8 ef 4 He8 9 


Qe2 Qc3 10 bc3 dc4co Trif- 
unovic - Toth, Yugoslav 
Ch. 1953. 

6 cds! 
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If Black wants a good 
reason to give 2 ... G\fo up 
this move should be more 
than adequate. 6 $\c3 and 6 
Wb3 were previously played 
but a simple idea is often 
the best. 

However Black now 
plays he cannot avoid a 
disadvantage, e.g. 

a) 6... cd5 (most natural 
but the d pawn is very 
weak) 7 G\e2! Qb4 8 Aybc3 
0-0 9 g3 £7 10 Qe2 Abe 11 
0-O+ Gufeld - Gershman, 
Kiev Ch. 1956. 

b) 6 ... *$d5 7 Ac3 Qb4 (7 
.. *d8 8 Qc4zt, 7 ... Wd6 8 








RN 
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Wb3t) 8 Zje2 0-0 9 a3 Qc3 
10 G)c3 ($do 11 g3t Black 
will be suffering for the 
rest of the game. 

6 ... Qb4 7 &£4c3 Qc3 8 bc3 
YdS 9 He2t/+ Black has 
unloaded his better bishop. 

So after a fairly simple 
trial Black's idea seems to 
have failed the test. Enough 
reason to pass on to some- 
thing more promising. 


B 2 ax g6 


TE 
tE /t 


p a Y 
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A satisfactory and reas- 
onably active defence. 
Black defers £yg8 - f6 and 
invites White to smash him 
off the board with h2 - h4. 
Certainly if White does not 
attempt to do so he gets 
absolutely nothing from 
the opening. 

3 o3 

3 h4 is directly to the 
point but Black doesnt 
have to panic, e.g. 3 ... Qg? 






S 






da m m 





Des 


and now: 

a) 4 h5 h6! 5 Qcl g5 6 t$d3 
(6 c3) 6 ... e6 7 e4 d6 8 |F3 
f4! 9 e5 dye7 10 ed6 cd6 11 
§\bd2 0-0 12 c3 fS Gipslis 
- Reise, Leningrad 1960. 
Black's strong pawn chain 
is a major trump in the 2 ... 
g6 variation. In this ex- 
ample he has excellent 
play. 

b) 4 e3 h6 5 Qf4 d6! (A 
e5) 6 Qc4 Gc6 7 c3 es! 
(already Black is better) 8 
Qg3 t$e7 9 Zye2 |AFo 10 f3 
Qd7 11 a4 0-0-0* (11 ... g5!? 
Kouatly - Vl. Kovacevic, 
Thessalonika Ol 1984). 

Half heartedness does 
not pay off after 3 h4. 
Kovacevic used the exposed 
position of White's bishop 
to get his pawns going. 

c) 4 §\c3 transposes to 
the text after 4 ... dS, but 
Rajkovic - Kovacevic, Yug- 
oslavia 1975 followed a 
relatively independant co- 
urse, e.g. 4 ... c6 5 Yyd3!? dS 
6 0-0-0 J fo (6 ... tya5) 7 
Of6 Of6 8 f4 b5 9 ZY3£. 4 
.. h6 is also possible alth- 
ough untried, e.g. 5 Qf4 d6 
A ... Gya7, ... esco. 

3 e4 fe4 4 403 Yf6 5 f3 
ef3! 6 Af3 Qg7 transposes 
to the Staunton Gambit 
and 3 e3 has no bite, e.g. 3 


2 


.. Og7 4 c4 cS! S Ac3 Sf6 6 
&é\f3 0-0=. 
The above variation 


points the way for Black if 
White does nothing agg- 
ressive. 2 Qg5 leaves the b2 
pawn weak so a quick ... cS 
develops good counterplay. 
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White can't play c2 - c4 
now so d7 - dS is much 
more attractive for Black. 
e2 - e4 is also prevented 
although to allow this 
move might not be disas- 





trous, e.g. 3 ... Qg7 4 e4 fe4 
(4 ... d6 5 ef5 OFS 6 Qd3+) 
S £ye4. d5 (5 ... 4yc6!? 6 d5 


gjeS 7 c3 & fo 8 fo efo 9 
Qe3 d6 10 $e2 0-0 11 AF3 FS 
12 Wd2 Wf6 13 d\eS de 14 f4 
b6 15 O-O Ree - Wolff, 
Palma de Mallorca GMA 
1989) 64103 |f6 (6 ... Pc6 7 
QbS Zyh6!? Taimanov) 7 Qd3 
¿có 8 £yge2 0-0 9 0-0 e5- 
Bogolyubov - Samisch, Ber- 
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lin 1930. 

Given that both 3 ... Qg7 
4 Hf3 Hf6 5 Qf6 Qf6 6 e4 
fe4 7 G\e4 dS= and 3 ... Qg7 
4 t&d2 £Yf6 5 h4. ( 5 Oho Oho 
6Wh6 cS) 5... h6 6 Gf4 do- 
are also not favourable for 
Black, the variation looks 
fully playable. 

Enterprising Whites can 
consider 4 d5!?, 4 f3 and 4 
h4 if something original is 
desired. 

4 h4 

4 e3 Qg7 5 ZY3 có 6 De2 
Afe 7 fo Qfo 8 ZYf4 0-0 9 
Yd2 e6 10 Ect Wd6 11 c4 
&\d7 12 cdS edS= Holacev - 
Liebert, DDR 1959. 
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5 t$d2 c6 6 Z3 Qe6 (5... 
Df7. 6.607 Ar EDO y 
Ybo, ... He4) 7 Ye3!! OF7 8 
hS £yd7 (8 ... gh5 Psakhis, 
Vaiser) 9 0-0-0 Was 10 Qf4 
&\gfo was the interesting 
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course of Djuric - Psakhis, 
Banja Luka 1985. Psakhis 
now recommends 11 h6 Qf8 
12 ZyeS5 as t. It is not clear 
to me that after the further 
12 ... e6 (A Qb4) that this 
assessment is fully correct, 
e.g. 

a) 13 467 $f7F 

b) 13 G\d7 Gd7 14 Qes 
e8 4 ... 0-0-0. 

c) 13 f3 Qb4. 

d) 13 dbi Zye5 14. Qe5 Qe7 
A ... 0-0-0. 

The bishop on f7 is 
passive it is true but this is 
only a temporary state of 
affairs. 

Another method of 
organising the White 
attack is 5 e3 which requi- 
res Black to play with great 
care. Two examples from 
the eighties show how 
dangerous this attack can 
be: 

a) S e3 có 6 Qd3 Qed (6 ... 
&)d7 7 |F3 Dgf6 B hS AhS 9 
OFS Kovacevic, 9 ... gf5 10 
hS boo) 7 AF3 d7 8 hS 
¿Dgf6 9 hg6 hg6 10 Mh8 Oh8 
11 He2! Qf7 12 Hf4 Des 13 
Ge2 |B 14 Whi-Qfo 15 Qho 
¿Ne6 16 g4+ Kovacevic - 
Kristiansen, Plovdiv 1983. 
This game can be found in 
the illustrative games sec- 
tion. 


gs 


b) 5 e3 £Yf6 6 hS! (6 Qf6 
Qfo 7 f4 ^ h4 - h5 is € 
according to Kovacevic) 6 
. &yYh5 7 BhS ghS 8 WhS 
Gfs 9 23 Beo (9 ... c6) 10 
Qh6 Vaiser - Knezevic, 
Havana 1985. 

Do de h6 

. Qe6 tries to shore 
things up with ... Qf7 but 
this was very harshly 
treated in Yusupov - Meul- 
ders, Amsterdam 1982, e.g. 
6 Hf4! Of7 7 h5 h6 8 hg6! 
hg5 9 £jhS! Hf8 10 gf7 $f7 
11 e4!! fe4 and now 12 ¿e4 
was the right way of main- 


taining White's large 
advantage, e.g. 12 ... de4 13 
Qc4 Qf8 (13 ... gb 14 Wed) 


14 Yg4 HDf6 15 eb Weg 16 
Afe! Bhi 17 @e2 HKh8 18 
We8! Hg8 19 ¿h7 mate 
(Yusupov). 

S ... c6!? is tricky, and in 
Ward - Conquest, British 
Ch. 1989 White fell for it 
with 6 e3 Zyd7 7 Od3 when 7 
.. b6! was embarassing. 
Instead 6 Wd3! A 7 0-0-0, 
f2 - f3 and e2 - e4 would 
have given Ward the advan- 


tage. 
6 OF4 Qe6 
see following diagram 
7  *$d3! c6 


8 QeS!t 


nepra 
DAN, 


ee 
; 7 f 


iow 
The game  Lebredo  - 
Fernandez, Cuba Ch. 1983 
now continued ... 
B sa c6 
9 ¿ft Of7 
10 g4! fg4 
li ¿g6  Eg8 
12 hS ¿ybd7 
.. and with 
13 Qf4 
White could have in- 
creased his advantage. He 
will castle long and the 
pawn on g4 is very weak. 
The conclusion must be 
that 2 ... g6 is playable, but 
after 3 4yc3 Black should 
take his life in his hands 
with 3 ... Qg7, allowing 
4 e4, rather than donating 
the eS square on a plate 
after 3 ... d5. The most 
critical line appears to be 4 
h4 h6 5 Qf4 de 6 e4 es 
which has not yet been 
seen over the board. 
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CQ. 25 a h6!? 
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TO Black's king- 
side or not? The contem- 
porary verdict is that 2 ... 
h6 may be one of the better 
Black second moves. 

White must take a dec- 
ision with his bishop. 


Ci) 3 Qh4 
Ci) 309f4 


Ci) 3 Qh4 

Formally considered 
obligatory but this is not 
the case. 3 Qf4 will be 
looked at next. 

d ue go 

An optimist would see 
this as a natural gain of 
king-side space. Alterna- 
tively, Black could be 
setting himself up to be 
softened by h2 - h4. It 
depends on what side of 
the table you are sitting. 

I would say that if Black 
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treats the opening with 
care and aims to castle 
long he gets a good posi- 
tion. 

4 Qg3 

4 e4? Qe7! S WhS SF8 6 
Qc4 d5 7 ed5 {fo and Black 
takes the bishop. 

The other move of the e 
pawn 4 e3 is slightly less 
accurate, e.g. 4 ... f6 S 
Qg3 d6! (preventing Qe5) 
but this is an option White 
should take. 

Alternatively Black can 
plough on with 5 ... Qg7 6 
Qd3 e6 7 He2 (7 h4) 7 ... de 
8 f3 We7 9 c4 eS 10 ¿ibc3 
0-0 11 de5 deS 12 e4 f4 13 
Qf2 c6 14 c5 Qeó as in 
Damljanovic - M. Gurevich, 
Baku 1986. 


4 ... d6!? 
The latest idea from 
Bareev. As usual 4 ... d5 


turns out to be inflexible, 
e.g. 5 e3 Qe6 6 h4 (6 AF3) 
6 ...g4 7 Ge2! and 4... f4 is 
just plain suicide, e.g. S e3 
hS 6 ef 4 h4 7 Qd3! d6 8 Qg6 
d&d7 9 43. If anybody 
wants to play the Black 
position you are a better 
man than | am Gungadin. 
Bellin gives 4 ... @f6 S 
Qe5 Qg7! as an improve- 
ment over the ‘theoretical’ 
5 ... do? 6 OF6 ef6 7 e3+. 


Carrying this slightly 
further, is White any better 
after 6 e3 d6 7 Qf6 Qf6 8 
WhS @f8? Recuperation is 
in hand with ... We8 and 
Black has the two bishops. 
Or the 5 QeS Qg7 6 h4 g4 7 
e3 do 8 Qf6 Qf6 9 Qc4 of 
Sidief Zade - Avshalumov, 
USSR (1987 when Avsha- 
lumov gives 9 ... có as best. 

Finally 4 ... Qg7 was tried 
in Lputian - M. Tseitlin, 
Sochi 1985 with unfortun- 
ate consequences, e.g. 5 e3 
dé (S ... df6) 6 h4 g4 (6 ... 
¿Nf6 7 hg5 hg5 8 Éh8 Qh8 9 
¿Nh3! g4 10 Cf 4t Lputian) 7 
&c3 e5 (7 ... c6) 8 des des 9 
Wd8 @d8 10 0-0-0 Qd7 11 
Oc4 c6 12 Bd6 Ge7 13 Zyge2 
bS 14 Qb3 hS 15 hdi (white 
has harmonised much more 
easily) 15 ... a5 16 f4 e4 17 
&\d4 Qd4 18 R6d4 cs 19 Bd? 
¿Nd7 20 Qeb Ha7 21 ¿yb5+- 
(1 : 0, 30). 

Ss e3 

5 e4 takes Black on but 
then 5... f4! 6 WhS @d7 
comes and White's bishop 
leaves the board. The Black 
king scurries away, e.g. ... 
c6, ... $c7 and White has no 
compensation for a piece. 


S. as ENf6 
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And so after a slightly 
unusual route we reach the 
critical position. White is 
still very flexible but at 
present Black's pawn chain 
is keeping him out. 

6 h4 

Marjanovic - Beliavsky, 
Belgrade 1987 deviated with 
6 &c3 c6 7 h4 Hg8 8 hgs 
hgS 9 Qc4 Hg7 10 a3 Zybd7 t1 
Hh8 Zybo 12 Qb3 We7 13 AF3 
Qd7 14 HeS ! 0-0-0 15 4yd7 
Wd7 16 We2 e6 and Black 
has a solid position alth- 
ough White was very 
slightly to be preferred, 
(0 : 1, 65). game in full at 
the end of the chapter. 

6 ous Hes 

6 ... g4 should also be 
considered with the plan ... 
c6, ... g7, OFT. 2-6 NOG? 
and aneventual e7 - eS in 
mind. 
7 hgs hgs 
8 Qc4 
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Bareev's opinion is that 8 
c4 would leave White with 
the advantage, planning 
($43, t4c2 and d4 - d5 fixing 
the fS pawn, but this is 
unaccompanied by annot- 
ation. Is Black so much 
worse after 8 c4 e6! 9 Qd3 
&Yc6! (A ... £yb4) 10 £Ac3 tSe7 
when e6 - eS is coming up 
swamping the g3 bishop 
and if White wants to play 
Wd1- c2 he has to take 
time out for a2 - a3. 
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Ilic - Bareev, Aa 
Banja 1987 now concłuded 





9 A3 ab 
10 a4 d5 
11 Qe2 Qd6 
12 Nes J\c6 


8 
14 Od3 Sf7 
15 Zyge2  Hh8 
16 @d2 Qd7 
17 Zg3 Ahi 
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18 Whi  wWh8 
19 fi whe 
20 vf2 | fih8 
21 hi we 
22 tgl  Hh6 
23 E\ce2 h8 


24 b3 Hhi 

25 Whi Whi 

26 ¿hi &\e8 
teste 


Despite the inroads that 
modern theory is making 
into the heart -of chess 
there is a refreshing quality 
to the play after 2 Qg5 h6 3 
Qh4 g5. White has a well 
balanced game and the 
chance of a slight advant- 
age so we are looking for a 
solid and above all tough 
tournament performer as 
Black to balance the books. 


Ci) 3  Qf4 


a A 4 


nau uim 


Zu Y 


Yi V 
am 
RER 

ZUZANA 
3 an was the subject of 


a short theoretical present- 
ation in the Decemeber 





1988 Schachmatny Bulletin. 

White obviously reasons 
that 2 .. hó is irrevocably 
weakening and positions 
his bishop more flexibly 
than would 3 Qh4. But this 
is a double edged sword 
because Black's e pawn is 
now unleashed. 

With very little informa- 
tion to go on I can only say 
that this looks like a very 
interesting plan indeed, e.g. 

a) 3... Af6 4 Ac3 d5?! 5 
h4 e6 6 @f3+ Danielin - 
Avshalumov, USSR Qual- 
ifying Ch. 1988. 

b) 3 ... f6 4 &c3 d6 S 
e4!? gS 6 eS (6 Qd2) 6 ... 
Zyg4! 7 h3 de5 8 hg4 (8 des) 

. ef4 9 gf5 Of5 10 WhS 
d7 11 0-0-0 with consid- 
erable compensation for 
White, e.g. 11 ... We8? 12 
Ye2 Yg6 13 AF3 Qg7 14 HeS 
Qes 15 tes BFS 16 AdSt+- A 
16 ... 4d6 17 Kh6!! Prefer- 
able for Black is 11... $c8o 
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Muratov - Avshalumov, 
USSR Qualifying Ch. 1988. 

By the same token what 
about 3 Qci!? ^ ZYf6 4 e4 
fe4 5 $Yc3? Has White got 
anything after d5 6 f3 Qf5 7 
fe4? 


D) 2... cS and 2... h6 
3 Qh4 cS 
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d mentioned in the 
previous works on the 
Dutch this is probably 
Black's sharpest possibility 
against 2 Qg5. 

Apart from the rather 
cheap threat to win White's 
bishop now that Black has 
.. WaS and d8 for the king, 
pressure will be brought to 
bear on the dark squares, 
notably via Wd8 - b6. 

Skembris - Leow, Thes- 
salonika Ol. 1984 is an 


exciting example of this 
rare line, e.g. 
4 el 

4 e3 bb! 5 b3 |KO 6 ... 

g50) 6 c3 cd4 7 Wd4 Wd4 8 

cd4 g5 9 Qg3 e6 10 Qd3 


6\c6= Alapin - Albin, 
Vienna 1900!; 4 dc5 Was ^ 
.. go Bellin. 

4 ... YyD6 

S  ¿ad2 


S $yYc3 g5?! 6 WhS Qd8 7 
Og5 b2 8 Ha2!! Wal 9 WF7! 
W110 WEE Oc7 11 HdS Bco 
12 v$c8 BbS 13 Wes Bab 14 
é\b4 mate is a crazy line 
given by Skembris. Black 
should investigate 5 ... Wb2 
6 G\bS G\ab 7 Fb! Wa2 8 ef5S! 
which is dreadfully risky or 
5... cd4. 


S. e cd4 
6  efS 46 
7 &b3 


7 Od3! $$b2 8 Agf3 Aco 9 
0-0£ Skembris. 
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8 a3 

8 feé Ob4-+ Skembris. 
8. .« Qe7 
9 f4 d6 


10 Qf6 Qf6 

11 hs $e7 
12 0-0-0 Qd7 
13 Qc4 t4c6 
14 vSf7 d8 
15 (ds Wc7 
16 g4 (c6 


17 W4c7 Bc7 

18 (c6 4 c6 

19 AF3 aS 

20 fes deS 

21 Hhel go 

22 ¿cs 

22 fg6! 4 G\cSt Skembris. 

22. to gf5 


23 gf5 Hhg8 

24 Agl ¿nel 

25 ¿el digi 

26 figl Af8 

27 ¿6 Hf6 

28 ¿es HfS 

29 g\d3 t : t 

If you are happy to 

provoke your opponent to 
sacrifice material or need a 
surprise weapon then 2. 
h6 and 3 ... c5 is worth an 
outing. Otherwise White's 
position, psychologically at 
least, rermains much easier 


to play. 
4 e4 Woo 5 &c3! is re- 
commended when I think 


White can claim a dynamic 


advantage. 


b) 2. uw c5? 
Dubious. By a series of 
active moves White obtains 


a clear advantage, e.g. 
3 des! 
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And now: 

i) 3... aS 4 J\c3 ef 5 e4! 
fe4 6 WhS (6 Qd2 Wc5 7 Det 
WeS 8 Qd3 dS 9 A|F3 Yb2 10 
¿Neg5t Trifunovic - Knez- 
evic, Yugoslavian Ch. 1960) 
6... gb 7 $$h4 Oc5 (7 ... Qg?) 
8 0-0-0! Qf2 9 g3 e3 10 Qd3 
$yc6 11 Qg6 hg6 12 Wh8 Wes 
13 Y4g8 He7 14 Dge2+- 


noo ME 
pe e 
NT 
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a 


Wilder - Liberzon, Lone 
Pine 1981. 

ii) 3 ... £ya6 4 e4! (black is 
floundering with a quick 
opening of the game) 4 ... 
fe4. 5 £Ac3 4\cS 6 Qe3 Seb 7 
Gje4 GY6 8 Qd3 g6 9 h4 Qg7 
10 ZYf6 ef6 11 |F3t Miles - 
Meulders, Amsterdam 1978. 
In the light of these ghast- 
ly examples it is impossible 
to recommend 2... cS. 


E) 


A; ( 14 m b: 
Etat et 
Yo y 
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Black has the cheek to 
threaten ... Wb6 without 
giving White anything to 
bite on. Added to which he 
is temporising, waiting for 
3 G\c3 when he will reply 
3... d5. 

The idea is rather risky 
and does nothing immed- 
iate for Black's develop- 
ment. White should get the 
advantage by playing 
natural moves. 
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3 cA! 

Other continuations have 
met with less success, e.g. 

a) 3 e3 go! (3 ... Wb6 is 
very risky, e.g. 4 Qd3! t4b2 
S 4)d2 g6 6 Zye2! d5 7 0-0 
Qg7 8 c4 eó6 9 c5! but not 4 
Wel dé S |f3 g6 6 Abd2 
Chernin - V. Kovacevic, 
Sibernik 1987 when Black 
could have obtained an 
excellent position by 6 ... 
&\d7! 7 Qf4 Qg7 8 h3 eS! 9 
¿Nc4 tc? 10 des deS 11 Qh2 
gjho! 12 v$d2 4Yf7 - the 
position of the queen on cl 
not helping White at all) 
4 c4 Qg7 5 £yc3 dé 6 Qd3 
WaS 7 Dge2 Zyd7 8 0-0 e5- 
Chernin - Yusupov, Mont- 
pellier (ct) 1985. 

b) 3 £yd2 1$b6 (3 ... Zyf6?! 
4 Of6 ef6 S e3 d5 6 Od3 go 7 
čje2 $h6 8 c4 and now 8 ... 
Geo is relatively best, 
Ornstein - Knezevic, Decin 
1976) 4 e4 (4 2)b3+ Bellin) 4 
... fe4 5 £ye4 d5 6 Zyg3 t$b2 
7 Kb1 Wc3 8 Qd2 Yd4 9 Z3 
Garcia - Pelikan, Buenos 
Aires 1961. The general 
opinion is that Black con- 
solidates after 9 ... Wf6. 

c) 3403 d5 4 e3 trans- 
posing to the 2 4)\c3 chap- 
ter. One recent example is 
4 ... £yd7 5 Qd3 Adfo 6 AF3 
eo 7 HeS Qdo 8 g4 bó 9 


S6 2 


¿yal WaS 10 c3 GeS 11 des 
&\g4F Sygulski - Casper, 
Jurmala 1987. Black prof- 
ited from not playing 4\g8 
- f6. 

d) How is 3 e4!? fe4 4 
$yc3 4 fo S f3? Unplayed 
but obviously playable. 

MU. oe Ut b6!? 

Despite the tactical 
ingenuity of this move it 
does not make a good 
impression. Perhaps now 
3 ... £Yf6 4 Qf6 ef6 5 Z c3 is 
better when White has 
played 2 c4. 

3 .. d6 was definately 
bad in Cebalo - Bjelajac, 
Vrsac 1983, e.g. 4 G)c3 We7 
Se4e5 6 ef5 OFS 7 Dge2+ 


4 Wd2 dé 
5 c3 hó 
6 Qe3 Z6 
7 £3 Mab 


Cebalo gives 7 ... Yc7 8 
d5! 


8 b3 eS 
9 Of2 &\bd7 
10 e3 Was 
ii Od3  g6 


see following diagram 


Cebalo - Vl. Kovacevic, 
Yugoslav Ch. 1984. 

Simply by strengthening 
his pawn position and 
putting his pieces on good 


gs 





squares White has exposed 
Black's play as artificial. 
He can increase his advan- 
tage with ... 
12 g4! 
. and Cebalo offers the 
following analysis: 
sis fg4 
12 ... e4 13 dye4t; 12 . 
&)b6 13 a3! A b4+; 12 ... Ab 
13 gf5 gf5 14 Zge2t. 
13 Qg6 d8 
14 fg4 ed4 
4... \g4 15 Qh4 Dgfo 16 
b4! 4 deS+- 
15 ed4 é\g4 
16 Qh4 é\gf6 
17 Z4yge2t 
The conclusion must be 
that 2 ... có is not entirely 
satisfactory. 


F) 2... Others 


a) ŽA ou d6?! 
Very rare. White could 
now engineer a favourable 


2 


= 


transposition to the Staun- 
ton Gambit with 3 e4! fe4 4 
é\c3 but in the only exam- 
ple to date a passive move 
was chosen, e.g. 


3 c3?! ya?! 
4 e3 &\gf6 
S &d2 es 

6 b3 Qe7 
7 h4?! Gje4 
8 Zyh3 

9 Qe7 Ye7 


and already Black stands 
better Kushnir - Levetina, 
Dortmund 1977, 


bd 2 ce d5?! 
When White can play a 
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quick c2 - c4 this can turn 
out to be too risky. Black 
doesn't want immediate 
contact, e.g. 
3 ell Wdo 
Under the circumstances, 
the best chance. 
4 c4 iyb4 
5 d2 wd2 
6 ¿d2 e6 
Lebedev - Chigorin, Kiev 
1903 and now either the 7 
Qf4 of the game, 7 a3 or 7 
G\gf3 would produce a 
cheerless position for 
Black with little hope of 
the win. 


Illustrative games 


Whitehead J - Kobernat 
US Open 1988 
1 d4 f5 2 QGg5 d5 3 c4 dc4 4 


e3 Qeó 5 d2 £Yf6 6 Zygf3 


&ye4 7 Se4 fe4 8 Dd2 Wd5 9 
Qc4 Wes 10 Geb We2 11 Whs 





go 12 4d5 Qe7 13 Wb71: 0 


Wilder - Liberzon 
Lone Pine 1981 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 c5 3 dc5 Was 4 
c3 e6 5 e4 fe4 6 WhS gb 7 
Wh4 OcS 8 0-0-0 Qf2 9 g3 
e3 10 Qd3 Zycó 11 0g6 hgo 12 
Wh8 Y$g5 13 We8 He7 14 
&\ge2 Who 15 2F4 Aes 16 
$b! d6 17 Aeb! Deb 18 was 
WhS 19 b7 d7 20 Het 
YYf3 21 co d8 22 Yad e2 
23 Hcl Qe3 24 Zyg5 Qg5 25 
Was Gc8 26 WeS Qh3 27 
Bhel QeS 28 WA Og2 29 
WES Qf3 30 b3 Zyg4 31 c4 


58 2 


Zyh2 3202 1:0 


Sygulski - Casper 
Jurmala 1987 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 c6 34yc3 d5 4 
e3 d\d7 5 Qd3 Adf6 6 |F3 e6 
7 &ye5 Qd6 8 g4 t$b6 9 Sva4 
Was 10 c3 QeS 11 deS g4 


ee 
Ete Vs 11 
EM. / 


AW "m Bam" 
manm MM 
ue Y t de 
VOS AH 


12 OF4 cS 13 Bei Qd7 14 Qc2 
g6 15 Kb1 c4 16 h3 4)4h6 17 
b4 cb3 18 ab3 Bc8 19 b4 Wce7 
20 Wd4 b6 21 bS Hf7 22 h4 
Wc4 23 Hb4 Wd4 24 ed4 
&ye7 25 d5d2 h6 26 Qe3 g5 27 
hgS hg5 28 Qg5 Hg8 29 f4 
é\g5 30 fgS Bh8 31 g6 Hes 
32 Qdi @F8 33 QhS Hg7 34 
Hbbi Mh8 35 figS Mh6 36 
Qe2 Hgó 37 bgi Hgs 38 
Mes d)hó 39 WhS dyg7 40 
Hg5 dh6 41 Hh5 g6 42 
&j2 Qb5 43 Qb5 djh5 44 
Qd7 Hg8 45 Geb Re2 46 Sci 
f4 47 £yd3 f3 48 ddi $h4 49 
c4 dc4 50 Qc4 $50 :1 








Des 


. Shakhsadov - Klimin 

USSR Corres. 1987/88 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 c6 3 Z£ c3 t*b6 
4 e4 tyb2 5 £yge2 fe4 6 Zye4 
&Yf6 7 £44c3 £Md5 8 £M5 cd5 
9 Hbi v$a2 10 Gjc3 WaS 11 
Qd2 g6 12 Qd3 Qg7 13 t5f3 
E\cb 14 £ydS Wd8 15 0-0 
Gyd4 16 Wed Deb 17 Ob4 Ofo 
18 ZYf6 ef6 19 35g6! 1:0 


Marjanovic - Beliavsky 

Belgrade 1987 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 ho 3 Qh4 g5 4 
e3 4Yf6 5 Qg3 d6 6 Zyc3 c6 7 
h4 Hg8 8 hg5 hg5 9 Qc4 
Hg7 10 a3 Zybd7 11 Xh8 Zb6 
12 Qb3 d$c7 13 |F3 Qd7 14 
pom 


PUE 2 


A E S at Y 
e A s n 
LA 


s m os 


GRY 
ZING 
ZU ANZ 


" uim EAE 


0-0-0 15 = ba? 16 Me2 e6 
17 0-0-0 d5 18 OeS (e7 19 
HMdhi Égg8 20 Hg8 Begs 21 
Das td8 22 /1b6 abó 23 QF6 
Of6 24 g4 Eh8 25 Hh8 Wh8 
26 gfS whi 27 $d2 ef5 28 c4 
bl 29 YHc3 de4 30 Oc4 f4 31 
Med Obs 32 Yeo bS 33 Yo 
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Ycl 34 d3 bc4 35 e4 Whi 
36 HfS $Ha7 37 Wes fe3 38 
fe3 Ha6 39 He6 YYh3 40 Hd6 
Yh2 41 Hc5 Wb2 42 Oc4 Wa3 
43 dS b5 44 @d4 Yb4 45 
$e5 cd5 46 Yf6 Has 47 Has 
Wc4 48 do Wd3 49 YHcó6 
Med 50 $Hd7 We3 51 Yal Yb4 
52 bi dyc4 53 Wa2 t4b3 54 
Wao Wh3 55 He8 YYf3 56 Ya2 
cS 57 Wa7 Ob4 58 Wal We3 
59 Bf8 Yc3 60 Whi Hal 61 
Ydi a3 62 dS b4 63 was 
Qb2 64 We2 We2 65 We7 
a3 66 Wa7 Wad 67 WcS a8 
68 QF7 WE3 69 Hg8 tg3 70 
@h7 Yc3 71 Wdb Hb2 72 Hg8 
WYc8 73 OF7 Wed 74 Hf8 b3 
75 WeS @a3 76 Wal $Hb4 77 
Wel Ha4 78 Ye8 Ha3 79 YWe3 
Yc8 80 Hf7 Yb7 81 Hg8 
Ya8 82 Yh7 Ha2 83 eb Yf3 
84 bg8 Hbí 85 eb Yi 86 
Whe Hdi 87 Ydó6 Be2 88 
Wes We3 89 4b2 Sf3 90 Yf6 
Set 91 $h7 wd3 92 Hhs 
Wh3 93 Hg7 Yg3 94 Bes 
Q9h3 95 G7 $g2 96 Be8 MF3 
97 Wb2 Hf1 98 Whi SF2 99 
@d7 WdS 100 $e7 WeS 101 
HFS b2 102 Be8 He2 103 
Wic2 Bet 104 $h7 Ye7 105 
De8 t4b4 0: 1 


Bareev - Malaniuk 
Moscow GMA Final 1990 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 h6 3 Qh4 g5 4 
e34Y6 5 Qg3 Qg7 6 h4& g4 7 


hS dé 8 Zyc3 c6 9 Qd3 tas 
10 G\ge2 eS 11 Wd2 Deo 12 f4 
gf3 13 gf3 Q\bd7 14 a3 0-0-0 
15 0-0-0 Hde8 16 Qf2 Z£yh7 
17 &yg3 Rhf8 18 d5 cd5 19 
bS Yyb6 20 Wb4 cS 21 
QFS aS 22 (eb feb 23 we4 
WybS 24 We7 Af3 25 Wh7 Hf2 
26 fihfi jifi 27 Pifi db8 28 
Ef8 Ha7 29 Yes 


a a ES: 
ET 5 
Xm ww 


Wd7 30 Bd8 Wc7 31 Hc8 Wd7 
32 Hd8 Yc7 33 Ma8 bo 34 
b4 ab4 35 ab4 A\d3 36 d2 
Zyb4. 37 c3 d4 38 cb4 c3 39 
di Wb3 40 Mel Wb4 41 Of 
Yc4 42 Hg2 de3 43 Bal Web 
44 Qh2 We8 45 Wh7 We7 46 
Wb1 @c7 47 Wel Obs 48 We3 
Wh4 49 @g2 YHc4 50 Wa7 
@c7 51 Hfi He8 52 We3 Yds 
53 @h2 Web 54 Wa7 We4 55 
Wa3 Web 56 [ici @b8 57 Hal 
Hc8 58 Y4a7 Bc7 59 Zye4 
Wc4 60 We3 Sb8 61 Ha3 Hc6 
62 WF3 Web 63 WF8 Wc8 64 
Wc8 Hc8 65 ZYf6 b5 66 Eb3 
fic4 67 Bg3 bi 68 Zyd5 Ecs 
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69 &b4 e4 70 g4 e3 71 Ad3 
e2 72 Ebi Ég5 73 dh4 HfS 
74 Hel Hf3 1» : 15 


Georgiev Kir - Winants 

European Team Ch. 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 OgS h6 3 Qh4 g5 4 
e3 4yf6 5 Og3 e6 6 h4 Hg8 7 
hgS hgS 8 Gjyc3 db 9 GB 
We7 10 Qc4 Abd7 11 Qb3 
G\b6 12 We2 Qd7 13 0-0-0 
0-0-0 14 Ad2 Qg7 15 £3 Hh8 
16 e4 ZyhS 17 Eh5 Hh5 18 ef5 
e5 19 Qf2 He8 20 d5 Heh8 


ee EL 
a uianda 
E gs a 
ARRAY OR 
Y EEG Z2 
21 g4 Éht 22 Zyde4 H8h2 23 
a4 Yb8 24 aS Zyc8 25 Oc4 
We8 26 a6 b6 27 b3 jidi 28 
$d1 Éh1 29 Gel co 30 t5d3 c5 
31 Qb5 Qb5 32 WbS We7 33 
Wc6 OF8 34 06 | 


Rivas - Garcia F 
Albacete 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 g6 3 4103 ho 
4 e4 fe4 5 Zye4 d5 6 Zyc3 
ES7 7 Qe3 Qe7 8 SF3 cb 9 
WMd2 Oe4 10 Qe2 Hd7 11 Dgs 



















SSS 
nn 
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AgS 12 g4 Afo 13 QgS Ag4 
14 0-0-0 Zyf6 15 f3 Qf7 16 
h4 He8 17 fidel Ec8 18 Zye2 
cS 19 hS cd4 20 hgó hgó6 21 
E\d4 es 22 Ab3 d4 23 Hb 
Ec6 24 Aci gs 25 Jd3 Hab 
26 He2 Yyb6 27 Ofo 0fo 28 
Who Qe7 29 wh7 Èf8 30 
Hhel tfaS 31 ¿yc1 d3 32 cd3 
Hc8 33 a3 e4 34 fe4 Yes 35 
d4 tYd4 36 es Hc7 37 Efi 
Hf7 38 Heel t4c4 39 RF7 OF7 
40 Wh3 Be7 41 idi fco 1 


Peev - Radlovacki 
Pancevo 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 gó 3 £c3 Zyhó 
4 h4 £yf7 5 |F3 dS 6 OF4 
Qg7 7 e3 có 8 t4d2 Zd7 
9 0-0-0 Y4a5 10 (bl eS5 11 
deS Zyde5 12 £ye5 Zye5 13 h5 


£Y7 14 $ybS 1:0 


Ree - Wolff 
Palma GMA 1989 

1 d4 f5 2 gS gb 3 &c3 Qg7 
4 e4 fe4 5 Z£ye4 cb 6 dd 
yes 7 c3 £V 6 8 ZYf6 efo 9 
Qe3 d6 10 Ye2 0-0 11 AF3 f5 
12 Yd2 Wo 13 DeS des 14 f4 
b6 15 0-0 Qb7 16 Qc4 Yd6 17 
Qb3 Hfe8 18 c4 ef4 19 Of4 
YcS 20 $hi He4 21 Hael 
Hae8 22 Qc2 H4e7 23 b4 
Wc4 24 Ob3 WF4 25 de Oh 
20 f4 Rel 27 d7 EFI 28 YYf1 
jid8 29 $c41:0 
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Kovacevic V1 - Kristiansen 

Plovdiv 1983 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 g6 3 4)\c3 d5 4 
h4 Qg7 5 e3 c6 6 Qd3 Qeb 7 
$Y3 &yd7 8 h5 Zygf6 9 hgó 
hg6 10 Éh8 Qh8 11 Zye2 Qf7 
12 DFA Ded 13 Me2 Hf8 14 
Whi OF6 15 Qh6 Deb 16 g4 
fg4 17 &\d2 AFA 18 OF4 Hd2 
19 @d2 WaS 20 He2 0-0-0 21 
a4 gS 22 0g3 Qeb 23 Whi 
Hf8 24 b4 Wd8 25 Ha3 Qd7 
26 Hc3 eS 27 deS Qg7 28 b5 
Was 29 YYb3 HF3 30 Hc5 b6 
31 e6 bcS 32 ed7 @d7 33 bc6 
Heb 34 Wb7 ftg3 35 td7 (fo 
36 Yd6 1 


Vaiser - Knezevic 
Havana 1985 
1 d4 fS 2 Qg5 gó 3 h4 Qg7 4 
$Yc3 d5 5 e3 ZYf6 6 h5 ZjhS 7 
AhS ghS 8 WhS @f8 9 }f3 
Qe6 10 Oh6 Ad7 11 Qe7 He7 
12 eS @F7 13 WhS $g7 14 
Wes BF7 15 — 








P 16 n s 17 E cf 6 


18 0-0-0 Wd6 19 Zye2 Hg8 20 
Who Heo 21 Whi Sg7 22 AF4 
Bho 23 Wel Qd7 24 Qe2 cS 
25 dcS c5 26 Qf3 e6 27 g4 
fg4 28 Qg4 Bf7 29 OF3 WS 
30 Yes We7 31 WeS Des 32 
Wb8 Oc6 33 c4 Hf8 34 cd5 
edS 35 G\d5S?! WF7 36 Qe4?? 
Hdo!-+ 37 Bhi QdS 38 Hh7 
We8 39 Od3 e4 0:1 


Zaichik - Kramnik 

Moscow GMA 1989 
1 d4 fS 2 Qg5 go 3 Zyc3 dS 4 
e3 Qg7 5 h3 $Yf6 6 g4 co 7 
gfS OFS 8 Qd3 Od3 9 Wa3 
£ybd7 10 f4 Zyb6 11 Zyge2 
G\c4 12 0-0-0 tas 13 Obi 
Wb4 14 b3 b5 15 (bat gdo 16 
Qf6 ef6 17 h4 fS 18 hs Qjf7 19 
Yd2 aS 20 Het Des 21 Hes 
de4 22 Wb4 ab4 23 (bl 
Hhd8 24 £ye2 c5 25 hg6 hg6 
26 Éh7 Hd7 27 c3 bc3 28 
&\c3 cd4 29 ed4 Heg8 30 Hh2 
Hd4 31 Hd4 Qd4 32 Zyb5 Qe3 
33 Wh4 Hd8 34 a4 Qf2 35 
EÉhl g5 36 fg5 f4 37 £4c3 e3 
38 Zye4 Qg3 39 ho e2 40 
Hgo Hf70:1 


Schinis - Pyhala 
European Team Ch. 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 Qg5 g6 3 Hf3 Qg7 
44\c3 d5 5 e3 Qeb 6 h4 a6 7 
¿e2 hb 8 OF4 Ad7 9 c3 
&ygfó 10 Zycl OF7 11 Ga3 
&yg4 12 (9e2 bó 13 £d2 es 
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Am DONAE 
14 deS ZygeS 15 dye5 HeS 16 








E\f3 E317 QF3 0-0 18 Yd3 
c6 19 0-0-0 hS 20 g3 b5 21 
a3 a5 22 @d2 b4 23 Rai Wbb 
24 Hihbi fifd8 25 Bel be3 26 
bc3 eS 27 Hcl Hd7 28 Sfi 
Xb7 29 (di Hb2 30 Hei a4 
31 $g2 e6 32 Habi Hb1 33 
Mb! Wa3 34 Wb7 Bc8 35 Ebi 
Wc3 36 Qa4 d4 37 Qb3 Od5 
38 e4 fed 39 Wc8 Bh7 40 
OdS Wf3 41 bgi cd5 42 Hb8 
1:0 
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3 The Staunton Gambit 


The Staunton Gambit 


d4 fS 
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The Staunton Gambit is a 
dangerous weapon. White 
decides that Black has 
weakened his king-side and 
blasts open the game. Is 
this justified or not? 

Like all very sharp open- 
ings, the Staunton has been 
deeply analysed. Thus new 
ideas turn up very rarely 
these days. In fact I've been 





struggling to find any 
recent master games with 
2 e4. The verdict seems to 
be that if Black plays with 
care, but at the same time 
injects a bit of enterprise 
then he has enough resou- 
rces to at least hold his 
own. 

But don't let me deter 
you if you wish to venture 
this exciting gambit. Only 
be alert that if Black 
knows his stuff you will 
have to combine your 
desire to attack with the 
eye of objectivity. If you 
can sense the moment to 
bale out (and only if you 
can sense that moment) 
then the Staunton is still 
worth playing. 

2 .. fe4 

There is no convenient 
way to decline, e.g. 

i) 2 .. d6? (Balogh's 
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Defence) 3 ef5 Qf5 4 Qdq3 
Qd3 S t$d3 Zyc6 6 AF3 e6 7 
0-0 Yyd7 8 c4+ The pawn on 
e6 and the white squares 
are creaking. 

ii) 2 ... e6, Even worse. 3 
efS ef5 4 Qa3 de 543 |fo 
6 0-0 Qe? 7 Belt e6 is weak 
and Black has no satisfact- 
ory square for his queen's 
bishop. 

3 c3 

3 djd2 is a peculiar 
possibility investigated by 
American players in the 
fifties. To my eye it looks 
unnatural but the knight 
aims for eS by g\c4 - es. 

There are two ways for 
Black to get a good game, 
e.g. 

3... f6 4 g4 (4 f3 deb § 
fe4 eS 6 Qgf3 ed4 7 es 
(g4t Schwarz) 4... dS S g5 
&fd7 6 f3 eS 7 fed Qe7!+ 
Bellin. 

3... d5 4A f34Yf6 5 fe4 de4 
64yc4 cb! A ... QfS. With 
his development accelerat- 
ing Black has a very good 
game already. 

It is hardly surprising 
that this idea is unpopular. 

A further third move 
possibility for White is 
3 f31? 
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If Black now takes the 
pawn White tends to get a 
better version of the nor- 
mal Staunton because he 
retains the option of c2 - 
c3, a reinforcement which 
can be useful in some lines. 

But as usual a counter in 
the centre resolves any 
difficulty, e.g. 3 ... e5! 4 deS 
¿có S tas ef3 (5 ... We7! 6 
f4 d6 7 ed6 cd6 8 Gb5 Qd7 9 
&\c3 Gjfbco Bellin) 6 AF3 
é\ge7 7 We4 dS! 8 edb do 9 
Qf4 Qf5- Elo - Powers, 
Milwaukee 1948. 

3 .. d5 is not as good, 
e.g. 4 fe4 de4 5S G\c3 Dfo 6 
Qg5 when White has been 
let of the hook into a more 
regular line. 

Note that it is vigorous 
play that gets results for 
Black. The timing of moves 
such as e7 - e5 or d7 - dí is 
crucial to the success of 
Black's defence. 





SSS 








The Staunton Gambit 65 


B. oe Z6 
There are now three 
distinct attacking systems 
to analyse: 


A) 484 

B  4f3 

C) 4QgS! 

A) 4 gat 
(Ae 







Z ZNE Z 
Owe Ons 

In the hands of a tactic- 
ian this wild attack may 
still be worth a try. Theor- 
etically speaking, it must 
be regarded as very dub- 
ious. 





4 ^. h6! 
Other continuations are 
possible, e.g. 


i) 4... d5 5 g5! Zyg8 (after 
S .. Qg4 6 Qe2! Qe2 7 t5e2 
é\fd7 8 |dS Ech 9 Wed eS 
10 2\f3 White stands better) 
6 F3! eS (6 ... ef3 is superior, 
e.g. 7 Yf3 Aco! [7 ... e5!? 8 
des (b41 8 Qe3 e5 with 
counterplay) 7 fe4 de4 8 


&\e4?! (8 dS!=) Bronstein - 
Dobosz, Sandomierz 1976. 
Trajkovic now gives 8 .. 
Wd4 9 W3 Qeb! 10 c3 Wbob 
with a clear advantage to 
Black. 

ii) 4... g6 5 g5 Zyh5 6 |e4 
d5 7 £yg3 £yg7 8 £Y£3 c5 9 c3 
Qg4 10 Qd3 cd4 11 Wad Dcb 
12 d\d4 Wd7<a Wedensky - 
Kusminich, Leningrad 1951. 

iji) 4 ... e6 ?! S g5 Ad5 6 
£ye4 t3e7 7 £Y3 cob 8 c4 
G)b6 9 G\c3 eS 10 Ge3 with 
better play for White, e.g. 
10 ... Wb4 11 a3! Wb2 12 Qd2 
A a2 Chess Digest 1971. 

iv) 4... £Yc60?! 5 g5! 4188 6 
dS eS 7 Hest 

With 4... h6! Black does 
not allow White to catch 
his fé knight off balance. 
But both 4...d5 and 4... go 
are equally playable. 

White has made differing 
attempts to justify the 
individualistic 4 g4, none of 
which convince: 

i) 5 f3d5 6 h3!? (6 Qg2 eS! 
7 de5 &yg4! 8 fg4 Wh4 9 Sf 
Qc5-4 AS... Rf8) 6 ... Zyco 7 
Qe3 e5! 8 de5 ¿yes 9 f4 HF7 
10 Wd2 co+ Bronstein - M. 
Gurevich Moscow TV 1987. 
Black is a pawn up. 


see following diagram 
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Eig Aa 


A 
a a 
gona 
ii) 5 h4, recommended by 


Kuzminich but 5 ... ds! 6 
Qh3 £yc6 7 Qf4 g5! 8 QeS 
Qe6 is at least equal for 
Black given his extra pawn. 
jurkov - Persitz, USSR 
Corres. 1967 continued 9 f3 
tYa7 10 = 0-0-0+ 


Z 
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at 
IZ ZAE 
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$E ^ 
inim " m 
Y) CRE 


iii) 5 f4 d5! 6 Qe2 go! 7 
Qe3 hS 8 g5 Ags 9 Yd2 eb 
10 f5 efS 11 Zyh3 có 12 DF4 
WMd6F Szabo - Alexander, 
Amsterdam 1954. 








see following diagram 





"= AE 
E a 
Ti y (14 
| NINIMI 
7 lo Y 
A A 
PEREA, A 
Em & 7s 
iv) S g5, consistent but 5 


. hg5 6 0g5 d5! 7 f3 (7 Wa2 
OFS 8 0-0- s có 9 f3 Abd7 10 





Qe2 Was) 7... Qf5 8 Qg2 (8 
te2 2)cb 9 0-0-0 Wd7F 
Bellin) 8 ... e3! 9 Qe3 cb 


and Black is for preference. 


% 
% 
Z % 
ZZ 


ae, Wie D 
nitur a Y 
is. 
m m mm 
Y $$ QU 
razg Nom 
E fA WE 

So the cupboard is very 
bare after 4 ... h6. White 
has fractured his position 
and | don't believe he can 


drum up enough attacking 
chances to compensate. 
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NAM Dis 
| OUO 

Quite consistent. Before 
embarking on the attack 
White wants to rid himself 
of the obstructing e4 
pawn. He hopes to decis- 
ively accelerate his dev- 
elopment. On the other 
hand Black now has an 
important pawn majority in 
the centre. He can use 
these pawns either to cover 
his king position or to keep 
the White pieces at bay. 

Black must be resolute 
and stick to his guns if he 
wants to survive. 

We examine his possib- 
ilities in ascending order of 
merit. 





Bi) 4... e6? 
Bi) 4... e3?! 
Biii) 4... Dc6 
Bi) 4..d5! . 
By) 4... ef3! 


Bi) 4 .. e6? 

Far too passive. Black 
just can't sit back like this 
and invite White to knock 
his head off. One game 
should suffice as a deter- 


rent, e.g. 
S  fe4 Ob4 
6 es ds 
7  *td3 0-0 
8 Od2 bé 
9 Wh3 c6 
10 Qd3  g6 


1 Wel t4e8 
12 4X3 &\ce7 
13 Het Qd2 


14 @d2 WFE7 
15 c4 wf4 
16 Yf4 fs 


17 &)f6 g7 
18 Qe4 Hb8 
19 g4 dS 
20 cds &\fd7 
21 gs Hd8 
22 h4 c5 

23 hS Qb7 
24 hg6 hg6 
25 Hh7 f8 
26 ahi 1:0 

Donner - de Moura, 
Holland 1951. 


Bi) 4 .. e3?! 

Also rather dubious. 
Black reasons that the 
pawn on f3 might hamper 
White's natural develop- 
ment yet he presents him 
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with a tempo! This doesn't 
seem consistent to me. 
5 Qe3 ds 

5... e6 has also been seen 
but the sentence imposed 
in the last section should 
still be meted out, e.g. 6 
Qd3 Qe7 7 t$d2 bó 8 Zjh3! 
Qa6 9 0-0-0 Qd3 10 Yyd3 
(Black has eliminated the 
dangerous bishop, but at 
what cost!) 10 ... d)c6 11 f4 
G\b4? 12 We2+ Kotov - 
Polyak, USSR 1937. Black 
went down to the not very 
surprising attack with g4 
and h4. 

6 Wd2 

Or 6 f4 ZYc6 7 ZY3 Qg4 8 
h3 Qf3 9 t&f3 e6 10 a3 (46 11 
Qd3+ Ratner - Aratowski, 
Vilnius 1949. Where does 
Taimanov get these games 
from? 


O. ue ¿Nbd7 
7 ¿m3 ¿Nb6 
8 ¿ft g5?! 
9 &d3 ¿ct 
10 vsf2 g4 

11 ¿es ¿Ne3 
12 Ye3 gf3 

13 0-0-0+1 


see following diagram 


Gulko - Knezevic, USSR 
1973. 














ME ZAZ 3 
AM A z 
ee es BG 


ZZ -. 8 8 Zim 


x 5 9 5 io zi: Y | 


z M, L ^ 


LAN 





MAI y u 





Do you really want to be 
Black in this variation? Is it 
sensible to allow, the 
opponent a massive advan- 
tage in development? Does 
the pawn on f3 really 
inhibit White when he 
really can use it to support 
g2 - g4 later on? 

If you answered yes to 
any one of these guestions 
l can heartily recommend 
snap as an alternative 
intellectual pastime. 





Bii 4 .. E\c6 
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Much more like it. Black 
prepares to answer a 
capture on e4 with e7 - es. 

5  fed 

5 d5 is aggressive but if 
White can't do better than 
5... eS 6 fe4 (6 Wd4!?, 6 
Of4 A 6... Dg6 7 Qg3 ef3 8 
UWf3c) 6 ... db 7 Qf4 (7 
S)F3!? |F3 8 WZ eS 9 ObS 
Qd7 10 0-O Qe7 11 Qd7 
maybe € Dommes - Radash- 
kovich, USSR 1972) 7 ... Age 
8 QbS Qd7 9 Qd7 Wd7 10 
é\ge2 eS= Kotov - Simagin, 
Moscow 1946, then he will 
have to rely on the text. 

An exchange of light 
squared bishops theoretic- 
ally helps White in his 
battle to conquer e6 but 
Black catches up in devel- 
opment. 

D ws es 
6 des! 

Strongest and maybe 
White can now get a slight 
edge. It would be unwise to 
permit 6 dS dgjd£4 when 
Black will follow up with 


Qf8 - c5 and obtain good 


counterchances, e.g. 7 @f3 
Qc5 8 Qg5 dó 9 Zyd4 Qd4 10 
QbS c6 11 dc6 O-O! 12 Qc4 
&h8 13 Zyd5 Of2 14 Sf1 Has! 
15 Qd8 £ye3 16 He2 Qg4 17 
@d3 Qdi 18 Hadi Had8 O : 1 
Verhoeff - Becx, Guernsey 


1987. 
0. x ¿Nes 

7 43 

After 7 Qf4 Averbach 
recommends 7 ... @g6 8 
Qg3 Qb4. The bishop on g3 
is out play with d7 - d6 
coming up. 





Peculiar but Black has 
settled on this because 7 ... 
d6 does not equalise, e.g. 
7... do 8 Of4! and now: 

a) 8... Qg4? 9 QeS! des 10 
Wd8 A gest 

b) 8 ... Ng6 9 Qe3 Zyh5 (9 
... He6 10 Ad4 AF7 1 |DFS+ 
Euwe) 10 Qf2 &yhf4 11 Qd4 
có 12 Wd2 WaS 13 Qe3 Deo 14 
Qc4t Furman - Levenfish 
USSR Ch. 1949. 

c) 8 ... AF3 9 YYf3 Qe6b (9 
... Oe4 10 WF2 Qe7 11 Oc4t) 
10 Qd3 Qe7 11 0-0 0-0 12 
eSt Taimanov. 

A lot of dynamic energy 
is taken out of the Black 
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position if he shuts down 
his dark squared bishop. 
hence 7 ... Qd6. An exch- 
ange on f3 is planned 
followed (hopefully) by 
QeS and d7 - d6. 

White has two important 
choices: 


Biiia) 8 G\bS!? 
Bilib) 8 0gS! 


Biia)8  Zyjb5"? 

Putting Black | under 
pressure and forcing an 
exact reply. 

Bo us Z3 
9 f3 Qes 

9 ... Ye7 is horrible, e.g. 
10 £d6 td6 11 $d2 ^ 0-0-0* 
and 9... Qb4 rather strands 
the bishop out of play, e.g. 
10 c3 Qa5 11 QgS We7 12 
0-0-0 d6 (12 ... Ye4? 13 We4 
&ye4 14 Bet dS 15 Qc4+) 13 
Qf6 tsf6 14 Zyd6! cd6 15 hS 
$e7 16 WaS Chramsov - 
Launs, Moscow 1975. Black's 
plan of Q@b4 - aS - b6 
followed by d7 - dé is 


sound enough but it takes. 


too long to execute. 
10 Of4 


see following diagram 





Continuing with forcing 
play. White reckons with 
either 10... QF4 11 YYF4 d6 12 
eS!+ or 10 ... d6 11 QeS des 
12 Wc3t 

10 ... Ye7 
A 14c7 Qc7 and... dS. 
ii 0-0-0 0-0! 

11... @d8 was previously 
played but it allows White 
too much leeway, e.g. 12 
We3! He8 (12 .. Hes? 13 
OeS! Ag3 14 Oc7 Ges 15 
gdo) 13 QeS WeS 14 We7 
&\e4 15 WeS HeS 16 Qc4t 
Black can't entertain too 
many hopes of equality 
with his king in the centre. 

12 Qc4 

Taimanov's suggestion. 
Bellin correctly adds that 
12 £yc7 Qc7 13 Qc7 d5 is 
slightly better for Black. 


i V $h8 
13 Hhfi Of4 
14 Wf4 — dé- 


Black has got rid of his 
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bad bishop and can look 
forward to the middlegame 
with confidence. 

In fact this is a typical 
Staunton scenario. White 
has the early chances but 
he must commit his pos- 
ition to get them. 


Biiib) 8  Qgs! 


A AN 8 Ya, Mas Y 


m Y. 
Pith 
ZA: 


4 ij Au 
Z lu? Á 
TUBO E 
I prefer this move on 
general grounds although 
it is criticised in most 
opening works on the 
Dutch. 
B. us he 
9 Qh4 &\g6 
Experience suggests that 
Black should get out of the 
pin as quickly as possible. 
The natural 9 ... 0-0 is 
answered by 10 Wd4! and 
White stands better, e.g. 10 
Ye8 11 0g3 Hfg4 12 
0-0-0 a6 13 Qe2 Qh8 14 
Hhfi Gc6 15 t$d2 Qg3 16 


hg3+ Gutman - Ivanov, 





USSR 1977. 

Another plus point for 9 
... &yg6 is that Black is also 
doing his best to unclog 
the jam of pieces on the 
queen-side. 

10 Qg3! 

10 Qf2 te?! 

19. a Qg3 
ii hg3 We7 


ig St, ‘Wig, “VG ELS 
y AZ 4 MAD Me UM 
7 | Mat 
A A y yA G 









SAT 








ty WO: UA WA 
"m Wa, ey M, 7 
"n M A Èm, Z, 


A 


A 















LED, YD 
m Zumolr 
12 vda! 
An effective centralis- 
ation. 
12 ... d6 
13 0-0-0! 


13 (c4 should be met by 
13 ... eb 14 0-0-0 Qc4 15 
tyc4 0-0-0l= Grigorian - 
Tal, USSR Ch. 1972, concl- 
uding 16 Gjd5 @)d5 17 ed5 
My ii. 

The point of 13 0-0-0 is 
to meet 13 ... deb with 14 
gas! 

]3: oxi 0-0 
14 Qc4! h8 
14 ... deo 15 gdSt 
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15 @\dSt 

White has kept his 
opening initiative alive, 
although Black is still very 
solid. 

We can therefore conc- 
lude that even if Black 
plays very exactly after 4 ... 
¿có he cannot quite make 
it to equality. 


Biv) 4 ... ds! 

Murky. Black doesn't 
give a hoot about his pawn 
structure. He just wants to 
maintain a bridgehead on 
e4. 

I think this is one of 
Black's best ideas because 
White doesn't find it that 
easy to regain his pawn. 

5 fe4 de4 





f 
L 
| 
i 
l 
| 
| 
z 


6 O Og5 
This is not a particularly 
well-explored position. 6 
Qc4 appears logical but 
Black has two interesting 


replies: 
i) 6 ... e5!? 7 de5 (7 £yge2? 
ed4 8 Ada Det: 7 ae ed4 


8 Cje4 We7co) . &di 8 
Zdi gyg4!— 

ii) 6... Qc6 7 Yge2 e5!? 8 
085! ed4! (8 ... Zyd4 9 0-0 


Qg4 10 Yel? Maroja - 
Padevsky, Virovitica 1976) 9 
&ye4 (9 OF6 WF6 10 Det Qb4 
11 c3 Wh4 12 Z22g3 dc3 13 
bc3 Qc3 with an attack) 9 ... 
Ob4 10 c3 de3 t1 H4c3 tdi 
12 Fidi £ye4 and Black has 
the initiative (Kovacevic). 

Notice the importance of 
the central counter e7 - e5 
and the following counter- 
play on the dark squares. 

I would hope that this 
analysis could be verified 
by an over the board trial 
but then who would take 
White? 

6 ss QES! 
.7  $yge2 

We take this as the main 
line because it has been 
most recently played. 

7 Qc4 is an alternative 
but I don't rate it. Black 
should build up a consis- 
tent attack against the d4 
pawn, e.g. 7 ... \cb! 8 |ge2 
wyd7 9 0-0 e6! (but not 9 ... 
es 10 Qf6 gf6 11 Zyd5 Qg7 12 
HfS! Furman - Lutikov USSR 
1950) 10 Wel 
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White could now try to 
jettison his weakness by 10 
d5 ed5 11 GjdS but Black 
soon builds up the initia- 
tive, e.g. 11 ... 0-0-0! 12 gYffo 
QcS 13 Shi tdi 14 Fadi Hal 
15 Edi gf6 16 Qf6 Hf8F 
Te 

Therefore he prepares 
with 10 Wel, the transfer of 
his queen's rook to dl. 

An old correspondence 
game shows the correct 
treatment for Black, e.g. 

10 ... 0-0-0! 11 Hdi Gas! 
12 QbS có 13 Qa4 Gjc4! In 
order to preserve his 
bishop White has let the 
Black knight into an active 
square. Schulz - Wille, 
Corres 1957 continued 14 dS 
(14 Qb3 (1) das [14 ... Ab2 
15 Hb11 15 £yg3 £yb3 16 ab3 
Qb4!co) 14 ... QcS 15 Ohi Qe3 
16 dc6 vY$c7 and Black had 
good chances in this sharp 
position. 


A final attempt to rely 
on development with 7 &d2 
ran up against 7 ... e6 8 h3 
(do 9 0-0-0 he JO OF6 We 
11 Oc4 Gjc6 12 Gjge2 0-0-0 
13 jihfi Gja5! 14 Gb5 v$g5 IS 
é\f4 abf Arbakhov - Gleiz- 
erov, USSR 1984. Black's 
control of the centre 
eliminated any danger and 
he is now a sound pawn up. 

E we e6 


8 ¿3 Qe7 


Rx SE mi 
EO z 
a "Ban | 





u RET € 
LOM 
LE ORE 
BE ugo n 








Either this move or 8 ... 
Qb4 are good. Martinez - 
Byrne, Nice Ol. 1974 went 
on 9 Qc4 (9 YYda2) 9 ... co! 
10 0-0 d$d4 11 $3d4 Zyd4 12 
Qf6 gf6 13 £yce4 Qe4 14 Zye4 
FS 15 eS Fc2! 16 Deb gral 
17 S\c7 Gd7 18 Sa’ Ac2F 

9  td2 h6 

10 Qe3 &\bd7 
11 Qe2 &\b6 
12 0-0-0 Wd7F 

Gulko - M. Gurevich 
USSR Ch. 1985. 
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White has done no more 
than develop his pieces and 
he remains a pawn down. 
Gurevich exploited his 
advantage in model fashion 
and you can find the re- 
mainder of this game at the 
end of the chapter. 

The overall assessment 
of 4 ... d5! must therefore 
favour Black. Unless White 
can find some way of 
regaining his missing 
central pawn and leave 
Black with the worse pawn 
structure he may have to 
turn to 4 Qg5. 


Bv) 4 .. ef3! 

Another good idea al- 
though more suited to the 
patient defender. White 
probably has enough pres- 
sure for equality but no 
more. 


S. 4&3 g6 


NA Rue Xx 


ID 


TRL 


8 s aris 


e UH OU 


Y 
sesa Lette, p» Z 
AS WE 4 


Both 5 ... dS and 5 ... e6 








t 





have also been tried but 
they have been in some way 
found wanting. For exam- 
ple: 

a) 5... dS 645! 

ai) 6 ... Qf5 7 g4 Qe6 8 g5 
é\fd7 9 WhS g6 10 Zyg6 Qf7 
11 Qd3 Qg7 12 EFI! DeS 13 
des hg6 14 Ye2 A OfF4, 
O-O0-O+ Mikenas - Kotov, 
USSR Ch. 1949. 

aii) 6 ... go 7 h4! (as 
energetic as possible 
please) 7 ... Zybd7 (7 ... QFS 
8 g4 Qe4 9 Bh2t;7 ... Qg7 8 
hS ghS 9 Qg5?t Taimanov) 8 
h5 eS (8 ... gh5 9 Qe2+) 9 
des @)hS 10 BhS! ghS 11 Whs 
@d7 12 e6 Geb 13 QF4 with a 
terrific attack. 

5... dS is too committal 
at this early stage. 

b) 5 .. e6?! Passive. 6 
Qd3! c5 7 0-0 Qe7 (7 ... cd4 
8 He4t) 8B &ye5 0-0 9 Qg5 
do 10 Qfo Ofo 11 WhS go 12 
Ogot 

So 5... g6 not only plans 
a  fianchetto but also 
reinforces the Black king 
position. Black doesn't 
reveal what he will do with 
his central pawns as yet. 

6 Of4 (!) 

White can interpret the 
position in a variety of 
attacking ways, e.g. 

i) 6 Qd3 do! (6 ... Qe7 7 
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0-0 d6 8 Wel! 0-0 9 d\g5+) 7 
g5 0g4 8 td2 Qh6= 
Schneider. 

ii) 6 h4 d6 7 Qd3 Qg4 8 
Qg5 £yc6 9 t4d2 t4d7! 

Note the flexible plan 
that Black adopts in each 
of these examples. He 
reserves the option of 
castling queen-side. As a 
contrast see Simic - Jovcic, 
Yugoslavia 1973 where 
Black committed himself, 
e.g. 6 h4 dS? 7 HeS! S\c6 8B 
QObS Od7 9 Qc6 Oc6 10 hS 
ghS 11 0-0 Yd6 12 Mf6! 

EU USNJE 


Hin mi 


mnm 
mom m 
ANIM Nr 


12 ... ef6 13 WhS @e7 14 
Qg5 Qe8 15 Wh4 Hda8 16 
Qf4+ and White has a 
terrific, probably winning 
attack. 6... dS was pathetic. 

iii) 6 QgS. The major 
alternative to 6 Qf4 but 
Black is not in a great deal 
of danger, e.g. 6 ... Qg7 7 
Oc4 (7 Qd3 0-0! 8 Wd2 db 9 
0-0-0 Qg4! 10 Edel Z3c6 11 





Qc4 Gh8 12 Geb Qeb 13 Reb 
Wd7 14 Bhet Hae8 was 
Karaklaic  - Matulovic, 
Yugoslav Ch. 1961. Black is 
a solid pawn up) 7 ... c6! 8 
d5 d6 9 Y$d2 e6! 10 de6 dS 11 
Ob3 deo 12 We2 Wd 13 Ad4 
$d7! Byrne and Mednis. 

White expects rapid and 
easy development as well 
as enduring pressure for 
his pawn. he gets the first 
after 6 Qg5, the second he 
does not. 


Go os Qg7 
7 d2 0-0 
8 Qh6 


White could hope to do 
better with either: 

i) 8 0-0-0! d5! 9 ¿yes (9 
Qd3, 9 Hel A h4, Pachman, 
Bellin) 9 ... @bd7 10 @bi 
cóo/= Kuzminich. 

ii) 8 d51? 4 8... d6 (8 ... 
c6 9 d6!; 8 ... e6 9 d6! Taim- 
anov) 9 0-0-0 Taimanov. 

I agree with Bellin that a 
good defensive player 
would happily take Black's 
position and keep the extra 
pawn. 

B^ rat ds 
9  Qg? dg7 
10 0-0-0 OFS 
11 Qd3 Qd3 
12 Y$d3 &\c6 


see following diagram 
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Bronstein - Alexander, 
Hastings 1953/54. 
Bronstein suggests 10 
Qd3 23c6 11 0-0 Qg4 12 Aes 
as an improvement when 
White has some initiative 
for the sacrificed pawn. 
Perhaps Black should start 
to think about giving his 
material back, e.g. 12 ... 
¿es 13 deS £ye4 when the 
game is roughly equal. 


C) 4 Qgs! 
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The best try for the 
initiative. White sets up a 
possible threat Qf6 to be 








SS 


N 











followed by &e4 and 
prevents 4 ... d5?, e.g. 5 Qf6 
ef6 6 WhS+ go 7 t$d5t. He 
retains the option of trans- 
posing to an f2 - f3 system 
at a convenient moment. 

There is no necessity at 
all for Black to panic. He 
has several calm, wholly 
reliable defences at his 
disposal. 

In ascending order of 
strength we have: 


Ci) 4... g6?, 4... d6?! 
Ci) 4... c6!? 
Ciii) 4... e6!? 
Civ) 4... b6! 
Cv) 4../c6! 


Ci) 4... g6?, 4... de?! 


As White can force an 
advantage against either of 
these moves there seems 
little point in ever playing 
them again. 

Zo is g6? 

Taimanov devotes a lot 
of space to analysing 5 f3 
and 5 h4. Whilst these 
moves may be good ... 

Ss Qc4! 


see following diagram 


is even better. The 
Soviet analyst Hachaturov, 
whose idea this is, shows 
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that Black will find it 
difficult to escape, e.g. 

a) 5 ... Qg7 6 tXe2! c6 7 
Of6 ef6 8 Wed We7 9 dS!+ 

b) 5... co 6 Of6 ef6 7 di! 
Qg7 8 Wd4+ 

c) 5 ... d5 6 Of6 ef6 7 dS 
fS 8 We2 c6 9 Qb3 Wd4 10 
&\F3 YYF6 11 O-O-O+ 

I don't see any other real 
alternatives for Black 
which contest White's 
overpowering presence in 
the centre. 





An experimental idea of 
Richard Reti which plans 
rapid development of the 
queen-side whilst guarding 
eS. White must confront 
this plan with rapid deve- 
lopment. 

S f3! 

The plausible 5 Qc4 c6! 6 
dS Z£ybd7 7 f34ye5 8 t&e2 ef3 
9 43 £yc4 10 Qf6 Abdo 11 
Qh4 4Zyd5! sees Black mix- 
ing it up with good effect, 
but if White substitutes 6 
f3!, e.g. 6 ... ef3 7 &Y3 Qg4 
8 0-0 £ybd7 9 h3 Qf3 10 t5f3 
he can count on a clear 
advantage. 


O oe ef3 

6 43 Qg4 

7 Wd2 c6 

8 Qd3 ¿ybd7 
9 0-0! aS 
10 a3 0-0-0 
11 


EI AE E 
Y, V > K; V 


A a 
ety y 
E E 4 
a nošo. 
MR MRR 
T 7 JES 
Schafer -  Brinckmann, 
Correspondence 1925. 
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If Black goes passive in 
the centre against the 
Staunton Gambit, he can 
expect to struggle; a theme 


exemplified by 4 ... g6 and 
4 ... d6. 
boo... c61? 


(-— —M £27] 7, — — By 












"inu, 
AN UE mm 
NE CI MESS 


In itself an ingenious 
idea. Black prepares Wd8 - 
b6 or more often Wd8 - a5. 
Unfortunately ingenious 
ideas have the habit of 
being seized upon and 
analysed to death espec- 
ially in these ruthless days. 

5 f3! 

This is the wrong time 
for 5 Qf6? , e.g. 5 ... ef6 6 
&ye4 dS! (6 ... Yb6). White's 
dark squares are a. bit 
dodgy and Black has two 
good bishops. One example 
will suffice, e.g. 7 Dg3 Qd6 
7 ... fe6 8 Qd3 £d7) 8 Q3 
0-0 9 WF3 f5 10 £Me2 gó 11 
0-0-0 Ye5 12 Hbi f4 Hor- 
witz - Dake, USA 1933. 


Black is taking over. 
After S f3 we have a 
variety of inferior tries and 


if you will excuse me | 
want to be as brief as 
possible. 


a) 5 ... e3? doesn't hinder 
White at all. 6 Qe3 d5 7 Qd3 
Zbd7 8 f4! g6 9 AF3 £yg4 10 
Wd2 |dfot Schwarz. Schw- 
arz gives some funny lines 
but this is not one of them. 

b) S ... &b6? A cheapo 
move. After 6 fe4t Wb2 7 
Qd2, White is building up a 
massive initiative, e.g. 7 ... 
čje4?! 8 &ye4 t&d4 9 Qd3 d5 
10 ¿1f3+ Schneider. 

c) S ... ef3? You would 
think this was critical, but 
Black is on the rack al- 
ready, e.g. 6 £3 and now: 

ci) 6 ... g6 7 t&d2 Qg7 8 
0-0-0 0-0 9 Beit (at least). 

cii) 6 ... dS 7 Qd3 Qe4 8 
h3 Qf3 9 Wf3 ¿bd? 10 
0-0-0+ A Hel - eb. 

ciii) 6 ... e6 7 Qd3 Qe7 8 
¿Nest 

civ) 7 Qd3! (7 Qe4!) 7 ... 
Qg4 8 0-0 (8 h3!) 8... Was 9 
Wd2 \bd7 10 b4 Wc7 11 Hae 
0-0-0 12 bS c5 13 b6! Who 14 
bit 

Precisely why Black 
should not play 5 ... ef3 has 
been well documented in 
earlier works on the Dutch. 
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The reader might neverthe- 
less like to play through 
the above variations to get 
a feel for the opening. 

Needless to say there are 
not many modern examples 
of the line. I can find but 
one and this was atrocious, 
e.g.6 ... dó 7 Qd3 Qg4 8 0-0 
4ybd7 9 Y$d2 Wc7 10 b4 
0-0-0 11 a4 e5 12 b5 cS 13 b6 
&yb6 14. Qf6 gf6 15 aS Deb- 
arnot - Studentsky, Arg- 
entina 1969. Finito. 

d) 5 ... d5 Horrid. 6 fe4 
de4 7 Oc4 Og4 8 Wd2 bd? 
9 h3 Qh5 10 Gjge2 Cb6 11 
Qb3 4£ybd5 12 AdS Ad5 13 
0-O+ 

When White regains the 
pawn hanging around on e4 
Black has a compromised 
position for nothing. 

m. Mam Was 





5 Sumonn 


Relatively best. Black 
plays actively hoping that 
White will bite on f6. 


6  Qd2! 

I don't like 6 Qf6 ef6 7 
fe4 despite the fact that 
White gets his pawn back. 
Look at Black's easy deve- 
lopment, e.g. 7 ... Qb4! 8 
WF3 (8 Zye2 d5 9 ed5 0-09 
8 ... d5! 9 £ye2 0-0 10 ed5 
W4d5 11 WdS cdS 12 0-0-0 
Hd8= Marshall - Lasker, 
Match, Chicago 1907 (7 . 
dS! A 8 edS Qb4 Taimanov). 

A major alternative is 6 
Yd2 which looks more 
natural than the text but 
Black can take his chance 
with 6 ... eS! setting up the 
pin Qf8 - b4, e.g. 7 de5 (7 
fe4 Qb4!T) 7 ... YeS 8 0-0-0 
Qb4 9 Of6 Bo 10 fe4 Qc3 11 
tYc3 Yc3 12 bc3 d5 and the 
game is about equal, 

e3 

An adventurer might like 
to try 6 ... ef8 7 Gf3 but 
White is too souped up and 
ready to roll for my liking. 


7 Qe3 es 
The point. 
8 2! 


Any hesitation with 
development tends to 
allow ... Qb4, e.g. 8 deS WeS 
9 t4d2 Qb43 

8 Qb4 
9 yge2 0-0 
10 0-0-O ed4 
ii Qd4 d5 
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Ketkov - Pachman, 1944. 
I prefer White. 

Maybe this doesn't bring 
the curtain totally down on 
4 ... c6 but unless you are 
willing to invest a great 
deal of time and effort 
trying to find some imp- 
rovements for Black we'll 
pass on to better things. 


Cii) 4 |... e6!? 


ft de 
Uwe OBS 


Rather more solid than it 
looks but White should be 
able to maintain an initia- 
tive with accurate play. 

S ¿el 

5 f3 is also promising, 
e.g. 5 ... ef3 6 f3 e7 7 
Qd3 0-0 8 h4! threatening 
Qf6 and $h7. 

D xs Qe7 
6  Qf6 

White can play a some- 
what quieter position with 
6 fo Qf6 7 h4 Og5 8 $hS 
gó 9 WeS Wes 10 hgS but 





although he has a slight 
advantage I feel that Black 
should hold. 

D^ us Qf6 

Now 7 ¿f3 is a very 
respectable choice. White 
keeps his knights central- 
ised and will retain a small] 
edge for some time to 
come. But if Black aims to 
castle long as quickly as 
possible this advantage 
may well peter out, e.g. 7 
... *Ye7 8 Qd3 £3c6 9 c3 bó 10 
We2 Qb7 11 0-0-0 0-0-0! 12 
Bhet @b8= Menchik - 
Flohr, Hastings 1933/34. 
There are no weaknesses in 
the Black position to aim 
at. 

By contrast castling 
short gives White the 
better game, e.g. 7 ... 0-0?! 
8 Od3 23c6 9 c3 d6 10 $$c2 h6 
11 0-0-0 e5 12 d5 Zye7 13 h3 
Qh8 14 c4 AFS 15 bit 
Taimanov - Stanciu, Ham- 
burg 1965. 

So, it's a fairly tranquil 
scene after 7 V3 which has 
prompted the modern, 
more.aggressive alternative 


7 WWhs!? 


see following diagram 
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HABE x 
dici di 


- 1 
M M me 
no mom M 
O ae 
LRRD BRE 
HB woe 


EFT" g6 
8 wWh6 ¿nc6?! 

If this intends a grab of 
White's d pawn then it is 
far too risky. Perhaps 
Black's best chance is to go 
for a quick 0-0-0, e.g. 8 ... 
b6!? 9 S\f3 Qb7 10 Od3 v$e7 
11 0-0-0 ¿hab 12 c3 Qg7 13 
We3 0-0-0 14 Yb1 gyb8 IS 
Bheil 4\c6 16 Wd2 @b8= Ash 
- Yusupov, Winnipeg 1986. 
Note  Yusupov's careful 
play with his knight. He 
didn't take the risk of being 
steamrollered with d4 - d5. 
In the final position White 
is nicely centralised but 
where does he go from 
there? 

Kouatly - Tseshkovsky, 
Wijk aan Zee 1988 saw 
Black putting his head into 
the lions mouth and em- 
erging unscathed, e.g. 8 ... 
Ye7 ?! 9 Afo fo 10 0-0-0 
&\c6 11 Z£Yf3 d6 12 d5 ed5 13 


ANM, 
A 
A 






Y 





QbS Qd7 14 hel £ye7 15 Qd7 
@d7 16 Gyd4 Hae8 but in 
principle the idea gives 
White a tempo. Thus I have 
to prefer 8 ... b6. 

8 ... dd4 9 0-0-0 Of6 10 
h4!t. We will soon see how 
strong h2 - h4 can be. 

9 Z4f3 

Fedorowicz - Leow, 
Philadelphia 1986 points up 
the darker side of 8 ... Z c6, 
e.g. 9 0-0-0 bo 10 Zye2 t5e7. 
Black is trying to get 
castled but, 11 4e3 (4 d5) 11 
... Qg7 12 Zy2c3 Qb7 13 d$! 


7 Wi Yj, hap. 
HE 8. E 







iti wt 
q Uy v, Z 
Va A, £m EJ vi 
LRG HR 
Y SEY OTE 
13 ... @yb4 14 deb dS IS 
Qb5 c6 16 Éd5«- 
g Less (da 
Either 9 ... bó or 9 ... t$e7 
could hope to transpose to 
an earlier example. The d 
pawn sacrifice is White's 
main trump. 
10 ¿ide Od4 
ii 0-0-0 Qf6 
12 h4! 


ENS 
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Rapid. pressure is brou- 
ght to bear against the 
Black king-side. A miser- 
able defence is the best 
Black can hope for now. 

B us Ye7 

After 12 ... b6 13 QbS! is 
very strong, e.g. 13 ... a6 14 
Qd7! Qd7 15 Ka? ®d7 16 Hdi 
@c8 17 Hd8 Qd8 18 hS+ 

13 fé wfo 
14 hS 

and now two master 
examples show how grim 
Black's position has be- 
come, e.g. 14 ... Hf8 15 hgó 
hg6 16 dbi! bó 17 Qd3 Hg8 
18 Hh4t A Hf4 Martin - 
Roos, Lugano Open 1987, or 
4 ... Ag8 15 Qd3t Knaak - 
Ftacnik, Trnava 1980. 


Civ) 4 ... b6! 


see following diagram 











RO RIB X 
A RIA, 


z e aa 
a E 


= 














asas 





Ona par with 4... ga as 
Black's best defence but 
surprisingly, hardly ever 
used. Black is going to 
castle long again and he 
doesn't want to give White 
a free hand in the centre. 

5 f3 

All previous reference 
works on the Dutch Def- 
ence agree that this is 
White's best. Alternatives 
are: 

a) 5 Qf6. As usual an 
early surrender of this 
bishop promises nothing, 
e.g. S ... ef6 6 Det We?! 


(one trick overlooked by: 


everyone is 6 ... dS? 7 WhS! 
g6 8 WdS but the text is 
very good) 7 t$e2 Qb7 8 £yg3 
We2+ Ballon - Martin, 
Edinburgh 1989. Black's 
two bishops became very 
powerful as the game 
progressed. 

White might prefer 5 Qf6 


gives 6... 
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ef6 6 Qc4 but then Bellin 
g6 7 Qd5 c6 8 Ge4 
d5 and he thinks that the 
bishops again give Black an 
advantage. 

b) 5 Qc4 (!) A more dan- 


gerous idea. 1] cannot 
improve on  Taimanov's 
response of S ... e6 6 d5 (6 


Qf6 txf6 7 Ded We7! 8 Qd3 
$Yc6 9 c3 Qb7 10 £363 0-0-0 
11 Ye2 $b8 12 0-0-0 gb6= 
Schwarz) 6... Qb4! 7 de6 d5! 
8 Of6 WFO 9 Qd5 Qc3 10 bc3 
Yc3 11 fi c6 12 Qb3 Wed 
when Black is comfortable. 

One great advantage of 4 

. b6 is that Black still 
keeps his central pawns 
flexible. He can respond 
with e7 - e6 or d7 - dS at 
his convenience according 
to White's declared plan. 


m te 
3 z Y 
YL, ote Y 





5 .. ef3? 6 Hf3 Qb7 7 
dSt; 5 ... Qb7!? 6 fed Gye4 7 
&ye4 Qe4 8 ZY3 g6! A 


Qg7, ... 0-0c 

6  Qe3 

Or 6 Qd3 e6 7 Age2 (7 

Ye2 dS 8 We3 cS! 9 QOf6 
gf6=) 7... Qe7 8 Ye3 (ab! 9 
0-0 0-0= and 6 Qc4 e6 7 d5 
Qb4! 8 de6 d5 9 e7c Gothilf 
- Vinogradov, Leningrad 
1939. Nimzowitch suggested 
that 6 Wet might be best of 
all, but with no supporting 
analysis.. 

o. uu e6 

7 ¿13 


d M; 
[Ar © wf 

Y 7 i 
A di 







ee E 


me 


Y BA 


AS YU GS Y 
~ sa [ 







Ge 


za a "EIE 
KER m 


Whatever White plays in 
this position he doesn't 
appear to get very much. 
There has been nothing 
new to add to this long 
standing assessment. Let's 
look at the alternative to 7 
ZYh3: 

7 €*&d2. Black now takes 
the initiative in the centre. 
7 ... d$! 8 0-0-0 c5! 9 Qb5 
Qd7 10 Qd7 Wd7 11 Zyn3 (11 
f4 c4 12 AF3 Qb4 13 Aes 
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We7+ Nimzowitch) 11 
&)c6 12 hel 0-0-0 Johner 
- Nimzowitch, Carlsbad 
1929. 9 Qb5 looked awful to 
me but then how does 
White complete his deve- 
lopment in comfort? 


[AES d5! 
Lisitsyn - Korchnoi, Len- 
ingrad 1951 continued 


instead 7 ... Qb7 8 Qe2 We7 
9 0-0 4)c6 10 f4 0-0-0 11 
Qf3 h6 12 Hel and White 
was better. Bellin suggests 
the more active possibility 
8... Qb4"? 

But maybe the text is 
better, although  untried. 
The idea is to dispense with 
queen-side  castling and 
initiate play in the centre 
with ... Od6, ... c5 and . 
0-0. Black's pressure on d4 
will balance an attack on 
eb. | await a trial with 
interest. 


C) 4 . é\c6! 


a 
YA 


S Pt far 


; 
gy 
zs 
z 








Active and thoroughly 
respectable. Possibly 4 .. 
c6 is the main reason why 
Staunton's Gambit is no 
longer in fashion. 

S dS 

If allowed, Black will 
play e7 - eS. Thus White 
tries to stir things up 
before this central counter 
takes place. 

A summary of fifth move 
alternatives reveals the 
comfort of Black's pos- 
ition: 

a) S Qf6. As usual White 
gets his pawn strsight back 
but the Black bishops are 
too powerful, e.g. 5... ef6 6 
dS ¿yes 7 &£ye4 fS! with ... 
£6, ... Qg7, ... dó and ... 0-0 
to follow (+). 

b) 5 @\h3?! g6 6 Qc4 Qg7 7 
0-0 d$! (7 ... Zya5!) 8 f6 ef6 
9 Qd5 Qh3 10 gh3 FSE 
Taimanov, Bellin, Schwarz, 
Chess Digest, Uncle Tom 
Cobbley and all. 

c) 5 f3 es! The logical 
counter to this scrappy 
gambit. 6 dS (6 deS HeS 7 
Wd4 dé 8 dye4 Qe7 Schneid- 
er; 7 fe4 de 8 |F3 Gg4- 
Taimanov) 6 ...G\d4 with: 

i) 7 fe4 Qe7 8 Qc4 (8 
4yge2 Bellin) 8 ... dó 9 Zyge2 
$yg^! 10 £yd4 Qg5 IH QbS 


co+ Barda -  Rossilimo, 
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Hastings 1949/50. 

li) 7 He4 Qe7 8 OF6 (8 c3 
Gje4 9 fe4 Qg5 10 cd4 ed4 1! 
Wd4 0-0F Somogyi - Haag, 
Hungarian Ch. 1963) 8 
Of6 9 Yd2 0-0 10 0-0-0 d6 
11 c3 GfS= Horberg - 
Larsen, Stockholm 1966/67. 

RC ¿es 
6 td 

Or, 

i) 6 F3!? |F7! eg. 7 Qe3 
ef3 8 £Y3 g6 9 Ge2 Qg7 10 
0-0 0-0 11 ¿£1d4 c6! van 
Seters - Rossilimo, Bever- 
wijk 1951; 7 OfF4 ef3 8 Af3 
c6 9 Qc4 cd5 10 Qd5 e6 1i 
Qb3 Qb4* van Seters - 
Donner, Beverwijk 1951. 

ii) 6 f4 Hf7 7 t$d4 g6! 8 
čje4 Og7 9 0-0-0 0-0 10 
4 f6 ef6 11 Oh4 gS and Black 
has the initiative, Reider - 
Alexandescu, Rumania 1962. 

iii) 6 Qf6 Illogical. 6 ... 
ef6 7 Zye4 f5! 8 Zyg3 gó 9 
We2 We7 10 0-0-0 4Zyg4- 
Alzate - Nilssen, Rourke's 
Drift 1966. 

6. . &N\F7 
7 Qh4 


see following diagram 


It's not particularly 
interesting to repeat old 
theory so I will be brief. At 
least adeguate for Black is 





the modern master's judge- 
ment on the position after 
Ba. 

7 Qh4 is one move of 
three none of which can 
give advantage to White 
with correct play. A sum- 
mary: 

i) 7 h4 c6 (or 7... e5! Aa 8 
deb deb 9 va4 Qd7 10 
vib3co) 8 0-0-0 gd5 (8 ... 
Wb6) 9 Ad5 cas 10 Wd5 eb! 
11 YWe4 485 12 hgS Wes 13 f4 
fof White has the sem- 
blance of an initiative. 
Black is a pawn up. 

ii) 7 Qf6 ef6 (7 ... gf6 is 
also interesting, e.g. 8 Qe2 
f5 9 Gh5 Res 10 0-0-0 d6 11 
QOF7 Sf7 12 Mbi eSF Heller - 
Steiner, Reggio Emilia 1951; 
11 g4, 11 f3! Taimanov) 8 
&ye4 f5! 9 Zyg3 g6 10 0-0-0 
(10 h4 Oh6! 11 d6é 0-0 12 Qc4 
Qg7 13 $d3 Ob2 14 Bbi Wr 
15 £Me2 Qe5* Gudmundsson 
- Donner, Amsterdam 1950) 
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10 .. Qho! 11 f4 (11 @bi 
0-07) 11 ... 0-0 12 4 f3 Qg7 
13 *&d2 b5! 14 Ad4 Ado 15 c3 
Hb8e Shumitsev - Shap- 
oshnikov, USSR  Corres- 
pondence Ch. 1967/69. 

Lo g5! 

An excellent response of 
Simagin. Black becomes 
very active and takes ad- 
vantage of the exposed 
White pieces to further his 
development. 

8 Og3 Q87 
9 0-0-0 

Or 9 &e4 c6!, a trans- 
positional possibility poin- 
ted out by Bellin. 

O da c6! 
10 ¿yet 

10 d6 Y4b6! 11 Het tyd4 12 
Hd4 £yh5 13 Bd! £3g3 14 hg3 
edó 15 c4 bS5! 16 cb5 d5! 
Matsukevich - Scherbakov, 


Leningrad 1963. Active play 
is the order of the day. 
10 ... Yyb6! 


Es 8. E 
di itaW 
Wi A | 
We WEG di 


WG & 


Ys 





yy 
s 
UA WA IX | 


| Simonu 








And now however White 
responds he cannot hope 
for much, e.g. 

i) 11 ZYfó Qfo 12 Whoo abo 
13 &b1 d6ó 14 a3 XaS* Potter 
- Jezeh, Corres. Ol. Final 
1959/60. 

ii) 11 ZYf6 ef6!? 12 h4 f5 13 
Wd3 WaS 14 a3 g4t, 12 F4!? 
Kuzminich, Taimanov. 


Illustrative games 


Bronstein - Dobosz 
Sandomierz 1976 
1d4f52e4 fe4 34\c3 |F6 4 
g4 d5 5 g5 Z3g8 6 f3 eS 7 fe4 
de4 8 d\e4 4 c6. 9 d5 £yd4 10 
c3 £5 M Qc4 Zyge7 12 d&ye2 
$yg6 13 4y2g3 $yg3 14 hg3 

Qdo 15 Qe3t 


see following diagram 









E EVEN HE 
ALE 7 zi 
Y E UY 






OGRE 
DOLD 95 
y AE 8 
NAM. 
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OFS 16 QbS He7 17 Qd3 td7 
18 t4d2 b6 19 0-0-0 a4 20 
b3 WaS 21 c4 Wa3 22 Obi aS 
23 £yd6 Gd3 24 Yd3 cdo 25 
WS Fab 26 Rdfi Q@d8 27 WF7 
@c8 28 Ye61:0 


Tartakover - Mieses 
Baden Baden 1925 
1d4f5 2 e4 fe4 34) c3 Dfo 4 
g4 d5 5 g5 £yg8 6 f3 ef3 7 
Yf3 e6 8 Qd3 g6ó 9 Zyge2 

We7 10 Qf4! 


fif W i 
"B mimis 
mM MiP K 
s Hm 
[| C10 Lu P 
AC GM 7 
mJ] % TH 
c6 11 QeS Qg7 12 We3 dab 13 
0-0 Od7 14 Odo Yd8 15 WF4 
1:0 








S 











\ 





x 
S S 





NS 





Bronstein - Gurevich M 

Moscow TV 1987 
1 d4 f5 2 e4 fe4 3 (c3 0766 4 
g4 h6 5 f3 d5 6 h3 &c6 7 
Qe3 es 8 des yes 9 f4 &f7 
10 *$d2 c6 11 £yge2 Qb4 12 a3 
QaS 13 0-0-0 e7 14 Ad4 
Qd7 15 2)b3 Qb6 16 Me2 Ado 
17 gad Oe3 18 Me3 b6 19 
G\c3 0-0-0 

























GGG [774 fena fA 
tod E A 
v : 5 EE Z 
UY BR) YE 


WEL, 


20 Qab Ob8 21 Wd4 (008 22 
Qc8 Bc8 23 fS c4 24 fihel 
Fihe8 25 Ad2 Ad2 2 Hd2 
Wc5 27 t4c5 bc5 28 Zya4 £yd7 
29 c4 HeS 30 S\c3 f6 31 
Ade2 fce8 32 Wet d4 33 
$ya4 e3 34 @c2 Hed 35 b3 
G\F2 36 £yb2 £yh3 37 Bi |F2 
38 čjd3 \d3 39 &5d3 He4 40 
fó Hg4 41f7 HF8 42 b4 g5 
43 Bhi Hf4 44 bc5 H8f7 45 
Hh6 c7 46 Fido g4 47 Kh2 
Hd7 48 Bhho Bdo 49 cd6 
Obo 50 d7 Hf8 51 do ftd8 
52 Ëd4 g3 53 He3 g2 54 Hig4 
Hd7 55 Hg2 Hcs 56 Hc2 aS 
0:1 









BE 


m ^ x 


N 




















Gulko - Gurevich M 
‘USSR Ch 1985 — . 
1 d4 f5 2 e4 fe4 3 &c3 Af6 4 
f3 d5 5 fe4 de4 6 Qg5 Qf5 7 
&\ge2 e6 8 G\g3 Qe7 9 Wd2 
h6 10 Qe3 £ybd7 11 Qe2 Zbó 
12 0-0 wd7 13 Zjh5 Hg8 14 
gfo Qf 15 Qh5 gó 16 Qe2 
We7 17 Oho Od4 18 hi Bhs 
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19 QF4 0-0-0 20 Abs eS 21 
Qe3 a6 22 43c3 Hg7 23 Hf2 
Hh7 24 g3 t$e8 25 Qfl $$c6 
26 We2 £yd7 27 £yd1 £6 28 
c3 g4 29 PFO? 


x " Ui A 

Hid Y 2 
A zi 
z uši fa K V 








Qe2 30 có "3 31 Gel Qe3 
32 čje3 bc6 33 Gab Ob8 34 
Efi Rd2 35 Af2 RF2 36 $f2 
Hh20:1 


Reefschlager - Heidrich 
Bundesliga 1986/87 

1 d4 f5 2 e4 fe4 34yc3 £f 6 4 
Qg5 $yc6 5 dS HeS 6 Wd4 
¿NF7 7 Qf6 gfo 8 Wed c6 9 
0-0-0 tc7 10 g3 Yes 11 YWd3 
d6 12 f4 WhS 13 deó bcó 14 
Wet Od7 15 Qe2 Bc8 16 AF3 
es 17 Hhel Qe7 18 @bi dS 19 
Wab 0-0 20 Wa7 Hfd8 21 g4 
v$g4 22 fe5 feS 23 Gje5 GjeS 
24 BeS Qd6 25 He2 @h8 26 
Qh3 

see following diagram 
Ma8 27 wya8 Ma8 28 Og4 
Qg4 29 fidei Qe2 30 WHe2 
He7 31 a3 HFS 32 a4 Qb4 33 


M 
ASIE A 


Heb Hfo 34 HF HF6 35 ¿ye2 
es 36 c3 Adó 37 $c2 bed 
38 b4 Qh2 39 a5 c7 40 &Ad4 
h5 41 c6 h4 42 b5 h3 43 bo 
Qf4 44 a6 h2 45 a7 hi 46 
£yo4 Wal 47 @b3 Nes 48 
G\a2 tybl 49 Ha3 (Qd6 50 
¿Nb4 Qb4 51 cb4 $d4 0:1 





Carnic - Legki 

Novi Sad 1988 
1 d4 f5 2 e4 fe4 3 Zyc3 Gf 6 4 
Qg5 Ac6 5 dS HeS 6 Wd4 
467 7 Qf6 efó6 8 He4 fS 9 
éNc3 c5 10 deb deó 11 t$d8 
d8 12 0-0-0 @c7 13 f4 Qb4 
14 £yge2 £Md6 15 g3 Qe6 16 
&\d4 OF7 17 Qd3 g6 18 £yde2 
Kíhe8 19 a3 QYaS 20 b3 He3 21 
b2 Hae8 22 Hhf1 c5 23 Hf2 
ab 24 £jbi b5 25 Agi c4 26 
bc4 bc4 27 Qf! Éb8 28 dcl 
c3 29 £ye2 (a2 0 :1 


Nikolic V - Stojanovski 
Bela Crkva 1984 
1 d4 F5 2 e4 fe4 3 Ac3 Afo 4 
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Dg5 g6 5 f3. dS 6 Wd2 OFS 7 
0-0-0 Zybd7 8 g4 (e6 9 Hel 
h6 10 Of4 c6 11 $bi Og7 12 
h4 bS 13 Zyh3 Qg8 14 g5 hg5 
15 £yg5 £yh5 16 Qh2 wyb6 17 
fed Wd4 18 Qd3 b4 19 Adi 
de4 20 He4 Wd5 21 Wb4 Wa2 
22 Sci cS 23 Wb5 ab 24 Web 
Qd5S 25 He7 


A: 


PRA 
> 


is S 
ANOS 





Le7 26 aie m 27 — Bes 
28 Qg6 1 


Marshall - Chigorin 
Lodz 1905 

| d4 fS 2 e4 fe4 3 (3 6Y6 4 
Qg5 có 5 Qf6 ef6 6 He4 Who 
7 Mbt dS 8 Dg3 Qe6 9 Qd3 
Zyd7 10 We2 BF7 11 DF3 Hes 
12 0-0 Qd6 13 c3 4 f8 14 
Ah OFS 15 SgfS! He2 16 
&\do Geb 17 cB We7 18 Qe2 
Q7 19 DFS Deb 20 Afb 
@g6 21 Od3 Hhs 22 Hbel 
E\F4 23 He7 WaS 24 Qbi g6 
25 g3 2\h3 26 Hg2 Des 27 
Od3 Hc8 28 Z4c8 Wd8 29 h4 
W4c8 30 hg5 1:0 


30 ... &g5 31 f4. 


Cichocki - Pyda 
Polish Ch. 1990 
1 d4 f5 2 £4c3 £Yf6 3 Qg5 eb 
4 e4 fed 5 Ge4 Qe7 6 £yg3 
cS 7 Of6 Was 8 c3 o 9 d5 


pa E 
ql ett 
HB [ 
wo PRT 


Cu Gy v 
| a - E Won _ 








do 10 We4 FS 11 ne Sas 12 
Qd3 edS 13 QFS Aco 14 |F3 
d4 15 0-0 dc3 16 bc3 Wc3 17 
&\g5 Gc7 18 Gj3e4 Wes 19 
Oc8 Bac8 20 f4 f5 21 ġdi 
E\d4 22 g4 Wd5 23 f5 Mhg8 
24 Deo Ob8 25 Dg3 fo 26 
Hb! d$a2 27 Hf2 Wao 28 
Eifb2 bo 29 4\f4 Wb7 30 BF2 
QeS 31 |FhS Aco 32 $f 
Qd4 33 Hf4 Bce8 34 h3 Yao 
35 Hg2 ta2 36 Ohi He3 37 
df10:1 


Kouatly - Tseshkovsky 
Wijk aan Zee 1988 
| d4 fS 2 gjc3 GYf6 3 Qg5 eb 
4 e4 fed S He4 Qe7 6 Qf6 
Of6 7 WhS g6 8 Who We7 9 
fo v$fo 10 0-0-O Zycó i 
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AF3 d6 12 d5 ed5 13 QbS Qd7 


Z M MÈ 
Wi 





14 hel D 15 qu dd7 16 
é\d4 Bae8 17 Wh3 DFS 18 
He8 Me8 19 Wh7 e7 20 h3 
Wes 21 Gbi Wd2 22 WF3 [tel 
0:1 


Martin A D - Roos 

Lugano 1987 
1 d4 f5 2 4)c3 D6 3 Qg5 e6 
4 e4 fed S Get Ge7 6 Of6 
Qf6 7 WhS g6 8 Who č)c6 9 
Gf3 Gd4 10 £d4 QdA4 11 
0-0-0 Of6 12 h4 We7 13 2 fo 
Uf614 h5 Bf8 15 hg6 hg6 16 
Obi 













zeas 
p-e 
z 
a 


nns x _ 
V Bui 
ES Yi 
a, n y 
NANO OMAN 
757287077 





A 






SE 





b6 17 Qd3 Kg8 18 Bh4 Ob7 
19 RFA We7 20 Yes do 21 
Ob5 c6 22 fid6 cb5 23 v$b5 
1:0 


Greenfeld - Kuczynski 
Ramat Hasharon 1987 
1d4f524c34f6 3 Og5 e6 
4 el fe4 S Hed Qe7 6 Qf6 
Qf6 7 |AF3 b6 8 Qd3 Jc6 9 
c3 Qb7 10 We2 Ye7 11 0-0-0 

0-0-0 12 Qa6 







sami: o 
M ENM Y 
m oh 
zm poai 
| sn, um 


Wf7 13 Hhel Hhf8 14 Qb7 
b7 15 WbS Qe7 16 d5 edS 17 
fidS We6 18 DeS Og5 19 Obi 
&ye5 20 He5 Qf4 21 He7 Qdo 
22 d7 d7 23 Wd7 Hf2 24 
h4 BF7 25 WbS cb 26 Wes 
Gc7 27 Ye6 hg6 28 d9c2 Hf4 
29 g3 EF3 30 Bel Me3 31 
Adó Hd6 32 Hd2 He4 33 
Od3 Hes 34 Be3 Heb 35 b3 
Ofs 36 $f3 He4 37 Hd1 He7 
38 Hid6 g5 39 hg5 c5 40 Hd5 
Deb 41 G4 Me2 42 Edo dbhs 
43 g4 @h4 44 @f5 Ba2 45 
Hd7 as 46 Hg7 Ñf2 47 Hg6 









2m 
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Hd2 48 Bho hes 49 Me7 
Mh2 SO Hg6 Hd2 Si He4 Hf3 
52 Hel Hd3 53 @f7 Hf2 S4 
Reo RF3 SS YHe7 Hc3 56 Hb6 
Hg3 57 g6 Ye3 58 G7 Sd4 
59 Hb5 Ef3 60 Hg8 Has 61 
g7 Bch 62 b8 $d6 63 bo 
%bc7 64 Heb $d7 65 ho 

see following diagram 

1:0 
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4 2 &M3 


2 43 

If White desires a less 
complicated game or, more 
probably, an early draw he 
can choose one of the 
systems we are about to 
examine. 

As usual in the Dutch, 
when Black is not imme- 
diately challenged his 
strong presence in the 
centre makes itself felt and 
he is able to equalize in 
comfort. 

There are several ideas 
deserving attention. 


A) 2... DHf63c3 A Ogs 
B 2...f63 Of4 
C) = 2... e6 3 d5!? 
Al. Lo a &\f6 
3 c3 


Y v 


X Pi 
Tic Qu e on 

After 3 Qg5 White has to 
reckon with 3 ... Zye4!? e.g. 

a) 4 h4!? c6 5 c3 Yb6 6 
We2 dS 7 OF4?! (7 bd2) 7 
...e6 8 Zybd2 Qe7 9 Zye4 fe4 
10 Zye5 0-0 11 e3 c5= Piet- 
zsch - Larsen, Dortmund 
1961. 

) 4 Qf4 c5! 5 c3 Whoo 6 
Wb3 Wbh3 7 ab3 dé 8 e3 
Qe6= Radev - Knezevic, 
Leningrad 1960. 








2 663 


c) 4 Qh4! Probably best. 
4 ... d6ó (4 ... g6 5 Zybd2 a2 
6 t$d2 Qg7 7 c3 d6 8 e3 £yd7) 
5 £ybd2 4)\d7?! 6 £ye4 fe4 7 
čna2 d5 8 e3 £Yf6 9 c4! e6 10 
Qe2 Qe? 11 0-0 0-0 12 c2 
c6 13 Hael Qd7 14 f3 ef3 15 
f3} Hoi - J. Kristiansen, 
Copenhagen 1985. 

3 


e6 
An arbitrary choice of 
move. 3 ... g6! ensures 


Black a perfectly good 
game, e.g. 4 OgS 0g7 5 Wc2 
dS! 6 Zybd2 Qe6 7 e3 Zybd7 8 
Qe2 0-0 9 0-0 Of7 10 Of4 
et! 


2 
fim, 


pr, 


Kage aT anu 
ATLA OT 


ae 


MET m 
A O 
AAW OB a 
n s UNS 


Pietzsch - Padevsky, Po- 





-lanica Zdroj 1968. Spineless 


play by White. 
Also very playable are 3 


... b6 and 3 ... d5. 
4 Qg5 Qe7 
S dyd2 
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i RA 
wow Win 
z JE m A 
E m NON 
H CENE x 

This position is really 
nothing for White. He 
seems to be leading up to 
Qf6 and e2 - e4 but Black 
can scotch the whole idea. 

Jd us d5! 

The game is level. 1 
cannot find one contemp- 
orary master game where 
White has tried to win this 
position. An old reference 
quotes Castaldi - Canal, 
Venice 1953, e.g. 6 e3 (6 yes 
0-0 7 i$c2 Zybd7 8 £Adf3 c6 9 
e3 Zye4 10 Qe7 We7 11 Qd3 
Zydf6- Neikirsch and 
Tsvetsov) 6 ... 0-0 7 £ye5 (7 
Qd3 @\bd7= Bellin) 7 ... 
&\bd7 8 4\df3 eS 9 Beds 
&\d7 10 Qe7 We7 11 4d7 
Qd. 

So, Il can't recommend 3 
c3 and 4 Qg5 to would-be 
Whites. It is a rather 
tedious selection when one 
can play so many other 
interesting ideas against 
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the Dutch. 

With a Stonewall form- 
ation Black levels things 
out and he can go for more 
with 3... g6. 


ti, 1 
A 


Z 


Y Y, 
m 


Z 
Z 





More  deliriously  duli 
stuff. The Polish IM Sapis 
seems to have taken a 
liking to this move. Here is 
a summary of his efforts: 

a) 1 d4 f5 2 Qf4 Z£Yf6 3 e3 
eb 4 Gd3 4£yc6! 5 c3 d6 6 £Yf3 
t5e7 7 Qb5 Qd7 8 £ybd2 h6 9 
h3 g5 10 Qh2 Og7 11 We2 ab 
12 Qa4 0-0-0! 13 0-0-0 


see following diagram 


Sapis - Malaniuk, Lvov 
1988. Biack is the only one 
who has tried so far. White 
is inviting over extension 
and might succeed against 
immature opposition. 
























Z ^ + 4 Y a B 
LAU 5 Ux 


Z CASA MIL — 







X 


7 E SIN 
2 LINEA JA 7A 
UP gU DET 
Le Awan 
y ena um 


Catanaccio at the chess- 
board. 

b) 1 d4 f5 2 Of4 4/6 3 e3 
b6 4 Qd3 4b7 5413 eb 6 c3 
Qd6! 7 Zybd2 (7 Od6 would 
really be too interesting) 
7 ... Qf4 8 ef4 c5 9 dc5 bc5 
10 0-0 0-0 il v$e2 d4c7- 
Sapis -  Kotronias, Lvov 
1988. 

c) 1 d4 f5 2 Qf4 Zyf6 3 e3 
e6 4 QY3 bó 5 Qd3 Qb7 6 c3 
Qe7 7 ¿ybd2 0-0 8 h3 ¿e4 9 
0-0 d6 10 v$c2 gd2 11 &Ad2 
gyd7— Sapis - Khuzman, 
Lvov 1988. 

They were queueing up at 
Lvov to take on Sapis in the 
Dutch. Malaniuk's method 
of going straight for e6 - 
eS is the most direct way 
of equalising and Taimanov 
recommends the Stonewall 
formation as equally good, 
e.g. 3 OF4 e6 4 e3 Qe7 5 Qd3 
(or 5 Qe2) 5 ... d5t. 

You will note that ] am 






N 


S 


SS 
s 
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biased against this type of 
White play and it's because 
the modern master should 
make every effort to get 
the maximum with White. 
These solid systems are 
out of fashion and are 
likely to stay that way. 


Z 


ZEB 








An old idea, revived to 

surprise in the last few 
years. 
. Either the original Black 
response of 3... edS 4 Wd5 
dé S c4 fo 6 t$di Qe7 7 
&\c3 c6é 8 g3 0-0 Silva Rocha 
- Bolbochan, Rio de Janeiro 
1938, or the sharper 3 .. 
Qd6!? 4 de6 de6 5 Zybd2 (c5 
6 b3 4 f6 7 e3 0-0 8 Qc4 
g)c6 9 0-0 @h8 10 Qb2 Ye7 
11 Ye2 eS 12 QbS e4 13 co 
bc6 A ... Od6 Karolyi jr - 
Karlsson, Gausdal 1987 are 
satisfactory, 
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but in Yusupov - Agdes- 
tein, VISA Challenge, 1990 
Black felt compelled to 
meet fire with fire with 3 .. 
¿fo!? 4 deb QcS!? 5 ed7 
Gybd7 6 e3 t4e7 7 Zybd2 Zye4 
Ea Sy E 


on 


T. hi 
z 2 Z V 2C 
AEE 11 













U W UL UL 
2: Mi A Qe M 
CT 

7 LA. UL 
Nu" um 
m.m, BA 

Z "Vr 2 AX Z ig iz žá i^ 
ERES FER 
¿ños IRE CH GE, 

Creative play but has 
Agdestein really got en- 
ough for the pawn? The 
full game, given later on, 
would suggest that he has 
not. 

White is trying to weak- 
en the pawn on f5 and 
create opportunities on the 
light squares, but his queen 





AK 


SS 


SAS XM) 






SS 


Ñ 
Mes 









iL 











96 24y3 


on d5 is exposed, enabling 
Black to accelerate his 
development. 

I suggest that 3 d5 is 


worth trying, but White 
shouldn't make a habit of 
it. 


Illustrative games 


Sapis - Malaniuk 
Lvov 1988 

1 d4 f5 2 Qf4 Hf6 3 e3 eb 4 
Od3 £yc6 5 c3 d6 6 £Yf3 t&e7 
7 QbS Qd7 8 Dbd2 h6o 9 h3 
gs 10 Qh2 Qg7 1! t4e2 a6 12 
(ja4 0-0-0 13 0-0-0 d5b8 14 
(b3 eS 15 des des 16 c4 
&ye4 17 £Yfd2 £3c5 18 e4 £yb3 
19 G\b3 f4 20 f3 Qeb 






2 A 
7 
4 


„E E m E 
Are ww 
iae d 
/, " k 4% de 
WO E 
DX MRR 
AH mulco 
m SEM VE 
21 d8 Md8 22 Hdi Hdi 23 
Bdt bo 24 Dcd2 Bb7 25 Hel 
Wd7 26 Hc2 Da? 27 Acl Of6 
28 Wyd3 Web 29 b3 aS 30 Ae? 
Qe7 31 c4 Qc5 32 Qc5 t$c5 33 
E\c3 J\cb 34 B62 Wel 35 WF 
Me3 36 Zydbl Ab4 37 Adi 
WMd4 38 Adc3 He3 39 Adi 
Wel 40 Wel Dd3 41 Gc3 Hel 
42 AF2 Ag2 43 Dd3 h3 44 











Zye5 (e6 45 Bd2 có 46 £c3 
Qc7 47 Be2 |h4 48 £3 
&\g6 49 Sya4 SFB SO $f2 
E\d7 51 Oe2 Odo 52 BF2 Des 
53 c5 bc5 54. £yac5 Qc8 55 a3 
hS 56 b4 ab4 57 ab4 g4 58 
fg4 hg4 59 £yb2 g3 60 dg? 
Qg4 61 Zybd3 OF3 62 Oh3 g2 
63 @h2 |d3 64 Ad3 Qe4 65 
Ef 4 Des 66 He2 Qf3 67 Zygl 
Of4 68 Dh3 Yel t» : dh 


Kuijf - Vasiukov 
Graested 1990 

1d4 £5 2 4f3 fe 3 £4c3 dS 
4 OF4 co S e3 e6 6 Qd3 Qe7 7 
Zye5 0-0 8 tye2 Zybd7 9 h3 
&ye4 10 Qed fe4 11 0-0 ¿es 
12 e5 (d6 13 Od6 Wdo 14 F3 
ef3 15 Hf3 Qd7 16 Rafi RF3 
17 YYF3 Qe8 18 De2 Qgb6 19 c3 
e5 20 4\g3 We7 21 Yg4 He8 
22 @h2 Web 23 Web Reb 24 
dg! h6 25 Hf2 Qd3 26 Radi 
Og6 27 fif1 Od3 28 Edi 


see following diagram 
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Lu, MN, Vu Bi 
Z Mi ME P A 
— 

Uy 


4 T LIR 
2R p RT 


la: 





Arencibia J - Arencibia W 
Sagua la Grande 1989 
1 F3 fS 2 d4 Hf6 3 Qf4 go 
4 e3 Qg7 S Oc4 






RA OWS x 

A SS le, 

TIT1T € 
o 


Me 
2 
‘yy Ya ZA M, 
PRE A M 
m Ji, RA, 
za, ARR 
How ZÉ 


d5 6 Qe2 c6 7 c4 e6 8 Zc3 
0-0 9 0-0 h6 10 h3 gS 11 Qh2 
E\bd7 12 HeS yes 13 Ded 
¿Ne8 14 Qg7 Og7 15 b4 Afo 
16 Wc2 Qd7 17 Yb2 Ec8 18 
Baci Hh7 19 b5 Ye7 20 bcb 
Qcó 21 cd5 ed5 22 Ec2 Oh8 
23 Bfci a6 24 Zya4 Hg8 25 
¿os f4 26 ef4 gf4 27 Qf3 
&yh7 28 He2 t$h4 29 Qe4 f3 


















30 Qc8 fig2 31 bfi 0b5 32 
WbS ab5 33 He8 Hg? 34 Bc2 


E\F6 35 Deb gb 36 HB Wed 
37 Hb215d30 : 1 


Hansen LB - Vasiukov 

Graested 1990 
1 d4 f5 24Y3 Afo 3 f4 do 
4 h3 g6 5 e3 Qg7 6 Qc4 e6 7 
G\bd2 cb 8 c3 We7 9 Qh2 
Qd7 10 Qe2 0-0 11 0-0 dh8 
12 a4 g8 13 t$c2 Qh6 14 e4 
es 15 des £ye5 16 QeS5 de5 17 
Hfe! Had8 18 Qc4 Hg7 19 
Fad! We8 20 efS QFS 21 Yb3 
e4 22 &)f1 Bdi 23 Wdl jid7 
24 Wb3 He7 25 Z£yd4 e3 26 
G\e3 Qe3 27 fe3 He3 28 Efi 
Bel 29 OFS gfS 30 Wb7 We3 
31 Ohi Hi 32 Qf! Zye4 33 
Wc8 Ge7 34 Wc7 Bho 35 
@h2 f4 36 co Hh5 37 Weg 
Sho 38 Yeo Hg? 39 We7 
Sh6 40 Yeb Bg7 4 Y$d7 
Dfo 42 Vida 


Yi 















SS 


NP 





S 
A 


kt 
NS 
SS 


WY 
SS 





ZH MATS 
Ua, du JE Ul E 
Wd4 43 cd4 Dd2 44 Qd3 ho 
45 b4 Gb3 46 a5 £yd4 47 b5 
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eS 48 ab $d6 49 b6 có 50 
ba?7 Zya7 51 Bel BeS 52 Hf2 
Od4 53 Abi Bes 54 (5f 3 £c6 
SS g4 $r6 56 $f4 Da7 $7 
Qe4 Heb 58 g4 $fe 59 d3 
&\c6 60 Qbt Geb 61 Qe4 £ya7 
62 h4 dbS 63 g51:0 


Lukasiewicz - Kanel 
Bern Open 1990 
1 d4 f5 2 Gf4 Hf6 3 e3 g6 4 
h3 d6 5 $d3 Qg7 6 &y£3 0-0 
7 c3 G\c6 8 G\bd2 We8 9 Yb3 
@h8 10 Qh2 eS 


oo $ 
a A 
DUAE Mit 
a ar 
mom B o 
r3 PS 
= Z e T 


11 deS HeS 12 Qe2 aS 13 a4 
G\ed7 14 QbS We7 15 0-0 
&\cS 16 Wc2 &\fe4 17 Ded fe4 
18 G\d4 c6 19 Qe2 dS 20 adi 
čje6 21 Gjeb Geo 22 Ha2 Af7 
23 c4 Haf8 24 cd5 cd5 25 
Wdi Hb4 26 Oe3 Qb2 27 Qg4 
Og4 28 hg4 b5 29 Wc2 Qg7 
30 Hd5 Wa4 31 Wa4 ba4 32 
Ha5 He8 33 Ha4 Hfe7 34 Hci 
QeS 35 $h4 He6 36 HA Qb8 
37 Bb4 h6 38 gS hS 39 ficbl 
Qd6 40 Ebo d3g8 41 Heb Yes 








42 Hc4 Ob8 43 Be2 BF7 44 
Hb7 H6e7 45 He7 He7 46 f3 
ef3 47 gf3 Hb7 48 f4 bó 49 
Gf3 Qd6o 50 Gel Geb 51 Qc3 
Eb! 52 Gd4 Hf1 53 @e4 Hbi 
54 Hco @d7 55 Bab h4 56 
Ha7 bco 57 fih7 Bhi $8 Rho 
h3 59 Be6 h2 60 Rho Qd7 61 
Hh7 @e8 62 BeS OcS 63 g6 
Qe3 64 Eh8 Ge7 65 g7 Rei 
66 Hh2 Qc5 67 fs dbf7 68 
Hc2 Qe7 69 Hc7 de8 70 Ha7 
Qc5 71 Hb7 Qe7 72 Qf6 1 


Kovacevic - Dolmatov 
New York Open 1989 
1 AF3 e6 2 d4 F5 3 d5 ed5 4 


EATWSWAE 
idič Ti 

"8 Y Y Y 
RIMER. 


"EM 2 F 
v V neč 
nane a s 





dó 5 c4 E. 6 ud TI 7 g3 
c6 8 Qg2 0-0 9 0-0 Zya6 10 
@\c3 G;c5 11 *$yc2 a5 12 b3 
We8 13 Qb2 whS 14 e3 Qd7 
15 Had! £yg4 16 Ye2 Hae8 17 
h3 Afo 18 Efel fed 19 g\d2 
Ye2 20 He2 Ad2 21 Hed2 
Geb 22 Qa3 Hd8 23 h4 Hes 
24 &ye2 Qf? 25 £4 a4 26 
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Qc5 dcS 27 Jeb Seb 28 ba4 
Ha2 29 Pd2 Ha8 30 Mb2 Ma7 
31 aS Qf6 32 Mb3 (bde 33 a6 
Ha6 34 [1b7 fja2 35 9 h3 Hes 
36 Bc7 Bdb 37 MfF7 Heb 38 
HF8 Pc2 39 He8 (bf7 40 Hc8 
g6 41 Hc7 Hg8 42 Hc6 Qc3 
43 d9f1 Qb4 44 h5 bg7 45 h6 
h6 46 Qf5 Ec4 47 d9e2 Hci 
48 Qd3 c4 49 Hc4 fic4 50 
Qc4 g5 51f4 gf4 52 gf4 Qd6 
53 Q9f3 Q9g7 1o : 1» 


Nogueiras - Yusupov 
Rotterdam 1989 

1 AF3 f5 2 d4 Af6 3 g5 eb 
4 c4 Qe7 5 4\c3 0-0 6 e3 b6 
7 Qd3 Qb7 8 0-0 4c6 9 Hcl 
h6 10 Gh4 Zye4 11 Qe? ¿ye? 
12 Qe4 fed 13 O)d2 d5 14 We4 
Hf6 15 Zye2 t&d6 16 t4g3 t$g3 
17 hg3 c6 18 b4 £Yf5 19 a4 
4yd6 20 c5 ZYf7 21 bS es 


VEN mi 


£i SAX 
4 BAR 7 Í ; 


da 

















a n s as 
Wi mo DRY 
YY ES 

22 G\b3 Hb8 23 Hic2 Oc8 24 
G,c3 Qd7 25 Edi Reb 26 Edcl 
Hee8 27 cb6 ab6 28 bc6 Océ 
29 des eS 30 £yd4 Qb7 31 








&\cb5 &£yc4 32 Hc3 Hbc8 33 
Hbi Ya6 34 £3a3 £4d2 35 Hc8 
Hic8 36 bó fici 37 bh2 Od3 
38 Hb2 Zjc4 39 Pib8 $h7 40 
abs HeS 41 4 Ags 42 
De3 HDf6 43 Ado Ehi 44 
eb Geo 45 24 $h7 46 
Mf8 Qf! 47 aS h5 48 ZMf5 
QbS 49 Wf7 h4 50 Zyh4 Hes 
Si Mb7 g5 52 £M S gf4 53 
df4 Qc4 54 Hb6 d9f7 55 a6 
&yd7 56 Éicó Ha1 57 Z3d6 dje7 
58 £yc4 dc4 S9 Hc4 fta6 60 
He4 Bf7 61 gt Zyc5 62 Hc4 
Ha4 63 Has Dat 64 OFS 
ENb2 65 £4 2\c4 66 4 De3 67 
OSes Heb 68 fS HeS 69 f6 
gt : Ma 


Nogueiras - Dolmatov 
Clermont-Ferrand 1953 
1 d4 fS 2 4f3 Hf6 3 245 
¿Ned 4 OF4 cS 5 o2 Nbe h 
se Was 7 I. — 


fatis 
e 








8 YYd2 di 9 bc3 c4 10 Qe2 e6 
11 ZyeS5 Qe7 12 0-0 £7 13 g4 
GYf6 14 f3 fg4 15 Zyg4 Qd7 16 


100 263 


čje5 GjhS 17 Qg3 Hf8 18 f4 
(6 19 Qf3 0-0-0 20 Hfbi 
Wao 21 a4 Qe8 22 Y$e2 Qgoó 
23 £yg6 hg6 24 Mb5 Md7 25 
Habl Ycó 26 ()h4 $b8 27 
YWe2 De8 28 Qe7 He7 29 e4 
¿NF6 30 ed5 ed5 31 Qd5 Ads 
32 MdS Hf4 33 tg3 Hef7 34 
Ef YaS 35 Ef4 He8 36 Hf7 
YE7 37 eS YfS 38 Ye8 Hc7 
39 We7 Bch 40 We8 Hb6 41 
Wd8 th : 


Huss - King 
Lucerne 1989 
1d4e624f3f53 Qg5 Qe7 4 
Qe7 We7 5 J\c3 |F6 6 g3 db 
7 Qg2 0-0 8 0-0 S\c6 9 dS 
ed5 10 d5 AdS 11 WdS Qeb 
12 Yd2 Hae8 13 b3 Hh8 14 


PEE 
at im. t 


"a [Al 
Ue 

/ ok 
5 "a Unam 





Qf7 15 is ae 16 £yd4. Zyd4 
17 Yid 4 f4 18 Qb7 c5 19 t4d5 
Qe2 20 Ocb WE 21 We2 F3 
22 Wh3 He7 23 Wed 6 24 h4 
hS 25 h3 a5 26 Baci @h7 
27 Ec2 Bho 28 Beci Wd4 29 


Hc2 Hf5 30 Eccl Hee5 31 
Qd7 RE7 32 có tg 4. 33 Mg4 
hg4 34 Hc2 g5 35 h5 dbh5 36 
Hd2 KÉf6 37 a3 He7 38 Hb2 
Hfeó 39 b4 ab4 40 ab4 Qc4 
41 Meo Meo 42 b5 Hel 43 
@h2 He2 44 Hibi HF2 45 $Sgl 
jig2 46 $hi jig3 47 bo f2 48 
Qg2 Hb3 49 Bb3 (b3 50 
@h2 Gh4 0: 1 


Yusupov - Agdestein 
VISA Challenge 1990 
1 d4 e6 2 £63 fS 3 d5 Zf6 4 
deó Qc5 5 ed7 Gjbd7 6 e3 
Ue7 7 £ybd2 Zye4. 8 £ye4 fe4 
9 £yd4 ZyeS 10 Ab3 Qdo 11 
Wd5 d)\g4 12 ObS SFB 13 Qe2 
ENf6 14 Wd WeS 15 Od2 wes 
16 g3 Qh3 17 Qc3 Be7 18 
Wd4 Bhd8 19 0-0-0 @F8 20 
Wc4 Web 21 cS bS 22 WbS 
có 23 t$c4 £yd5 24 Z£yb7 Ed7 
25 £yd6 i$d6 26 [id4 Hg8 27 
hdi OFS 28 QOb4 Wo 29 
Wc5 Hf7 30 Oc4 h6 31 HdS 
cd5 32 Yd5 He8 33 Oc3 Web 
34 WbS Wc8 35 OF7 Bf7 36 
FIdo Hg8 37 a4 @h7 38 Yds 
Qg4 39 tyd4 He7 40 b3 XfS 
41 *$d2 Wf7 42 d9b2 t4f2 43 
wf2 HBf2 44 Ka2 Hf7 45 Qd4 
Qg6 46 c4 Qe6 47 Hc2 Hb7 
48 dja3 aS 49 Qc3 Ha7 SO 
Hd2 fs 51 Edo Qg8 52 Qd4 
1:0 
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Benjamin - Machulsky 
New York Open 1990 
1 d4 e6 2 £463 f5 3 el fe4 4 
£yg5 £6 5 f3 





s BIA 
ovo s 


c5 6 fe4 cd4 7 Qd3 có 8 


0-0 dó 9 c3 h6 10 £Yf3 Qe7 11 
cd4 0-0 12 Gjc3 e5 13 Oc4 
Qh7 14 Shi Qe4 15 Qe3 Bc’ 
16 deS deS 17 d5 Qb4 18 h3 
OF3 19 RFS YWe7 20 Bel Qc5 
21 QcS WcS 22 Qebo Hed8 23 
2\d5 tyd6 24 2\f6 HF6 25 tyd6 
Hd6 26 HF6 gf6 27 Qc8 bb 28 
0b7 Gb4 29 Hc7 Hgo 30 
Qc8 dg5 31 g3 f5 32 OFS 
Hd2 33 Hf7 Ac2 34 h4 $h5 
35 Hg7 Gje3 36 Geo Bf2 37 
Qf7 Bf7 38 Wf7 Bes 39 Oh2 
a5 40 M6 bS 41 Reo Hf3 42 
hS Hed 43 Oh3 OS 44 g4 
df4 45 Hf6 Bes 46 HI 1: 0 


102 Other irregular anti-Dutch systems 


5 Other Irregular Anti-Dutch Systems 


Other irregular 
Anti-Dutch systems 


Notice 'systems' as opp- 
osed to ‘moves’. White can 
play almost anything reas- 
onable on his second move 
but I only consider ideas 
which have some interest. 


A) 2h3"? 
B 2g4 

C) 2153 
D) 2c3 

E 2e3 

A) 2 WBN? 


E E ri a 
Y, m, E, 
V Y Z gi 
o 
TEED) TW SS OGNE 
























" 















Rather deceptive. White 
intends to dismantle 
Black's control of e4 by 
playing g2 - g4. But the 
plan is slow and Black can 
whip up central counter- 


play. 
2. rael ZY6 

2... dS! comes strongly 
into consideration. | rem- 
ember a game Hebden -~ 
Elliot, Bradford 1988 which 
went 3 Of4 d fo 4 Sf3 eb S 
e3 Qd6 and White had next 
to nothing. Black just kept 
on challenging the grip on 
e5 and preparing c7 - c5, 

.. &ybd7, ... We7, ... bo 
etc. 

On top of this 2 ... d5 3 
g4 is now unattractive, e.g. 
3 ... fg4! 4 hg4 Qg4 5 Oh3 
Oh3 6 Gh3 cb! 4... Wd7, 

0-0-0 and if Black 
doesn't wish to enter this 
murky line he can play 3 ... 
&Y6, e.g. 4 gf5? OFSF or 4 
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g5 yet! B 2 g4! 
2... g6!? Contact the homicide 
3 g4 fg4?! department. Black must 
3... dé 4 g5 £ye4 5 Qf4 engage in self defence. 


e5!? 6 deS deS 7 Wd8 Gd8 8 


Qe5 £yg5 9 c3 có 10 
0-0-0 Qd7 11 Q@h2+ Partos. 





3... d5! 
4 hg4 é\g4 
S el d6 
6 Ogs go 
7 f3 &\F6 
8 3 c6 
9  Yéd2 Qe6 
10 0-0-0 4\bd7 
11 dbi Qg7 
12 djh3t 

VG 
A iA 






reams 
z mm 
m omm m 
GS BBD 


NN 
M 













RERA f f 
7297 B7 07H 


Korchnoi - Kanel, Biel 
1979. Despite being a pawn 
down White has more 
space and significant 
attacking chances. But 2 h3 
has not been repeated 
probably because of 2 ... dS 
or 3... d5! 


is fg4! 

If Black declines, the 
idea has already succeeded, 
e.g. 2 ... d5 3 g5! stopping 
the knight from coming out 
and 2 ... d6 3 gf5 Of5 4 Qg2 
c6 5 e4 Qg6 6 Ge2t Bellin. 
A kind of Dutch - Grob. 

3 h3 

3 e4 eS!; 3 QgS Afo! 4 
&\c3 dS 5 Yd3 cb! 6 0-0-0 go 
7 ed Get 8 Gje4 ded 9 Med 
W4d5! Bellin. 

"S ds! 

3... gh3 4 e4tt+ 

4 hg4 Qg4 
S  w"d3 &\f6 

5.. gó 6 Hh7 Hh7 7 Yeo 
“f7 8 Wed dfo (8 ... ho 9 
WhS) 9 Weot A AF3, Oh3 P. 
Schmidt, Deutsche Schach- 
zeitung 1934(!) 

6  Qh3 Qh3 
7 — 2 
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Thus gives Schwarz in 
his 1964 Hollandisch later 
repeated by Bellin and the 
claim is that Black should 
be able to consolidate. 

We can analyse a little 
further, e.g. 

i) 8 £yg5! (^ Gyh7) 8 ... 
Ya6! (A 941h7 0-0-0) 9 £yc3 
a6 and its not easy to see a 
good move for White given 
that Black is about to play 
e7 — eS, for instance 10 4\h7 
0-0-0 11 Bh3 Bh7 12 Hh7 
Zyh7 13 t$h7 Zd4* 

ii) 8 Qf4 (^ 9 £yg5) 8 ... 
W4d7 9 £yg5 Wed! 10 e3 Aet! 
11 Het del 12 Ye4o 

ii) 8 Hf4 td? A 
0-0-0+ 

I wouldn't like to defin- 
itely say what's going on in 
the diagrammed position. 
With the threat of Ags 
everpresent White will 
always have some chances. 

Perhaps a real man 
would like to try it out. 


C) 2 Yd3 
see following diagram 


Alapin's idea. 
2» zej d$! 
Cutting the thought of 3 
e4 right out. Others allow 
this freeing move or the 


XAWE 
TELE 
as a 





hackish 3 g4 although even 
this might be possible, e.g. 
2... db 3 g4 fg4 4 h3 g3 S 
fg3 GY6 6 Og2 (better was 6 
e4) 6 ... G)c6 7 e4 Peicheva - 
Al. Karpov USSR 1989 and 
now best is 7... eS with an 
unclear position. 
3 Qf4 
3 g4!? fg4 4 h3. 
3 xw e6 
4 4X3 
4 Yg3 Hab 5 e3 có 6 Qab 
Vaš 


4 ses £6 
S e Qd6 
6 Qe2 

6 c4 c6 7403! 

6. q 0-0 
7 (eS cS 


8 c3 ¿có 
Kmoch - Alekhine, Sem- 
mering 1926. Alekhine out- 
played his opponent from 
this tedious position and a 
good thing too. 
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Ea ewe La 
AIEEE, 2d 
Y Y Y 


NON NIN 
"m m m 

Ft "EE 
RE MERRE 
BUD OS OGNE 


White makes no attempt 
to disrupt Black's form- 
ation. There are two easy 
routes to equality: 

i) 2... g6 3 Qg5 Qg7 4 e3 
&Y6 5 £yd2 0-0 6 Qc4 d5 7 
Qf6 Qf6 8 Qd3 eS= Bohm - 
Matulovic, Le Havre 1977. 

ii) 2... Hf6 3 Qg5 g6 4 
Qf6 ef6 5 e3 d5 6 h4 h5 7 
é\h3 Qd6 8 g3 có 9 ZY 4 d5f7 
10 Z4d2 £y4d7 11 Qd3 |f8= 
Bohm - Timman, Wijk aan 
Zee 1975. 

As a diversion examine 
Speelman - Malaniuk, Euro- 
pean Club Ch. 1988, e.g. 1 
d4 f5 2 c3 £Yf6 3 Qg5 e6 4 
&)d2 dS 5 e4!? de4 6 f3!? ef3 
7 Sef3 Qe7 8 Qc4 AdS 9 
Qe7 We7 10 We2 





: qn 








Quite what sort of mood 
Speelman was in that day is 
difficult to contemplate. 
Black seems to be a pawn 
up for very little compen- 
sation although the game 
was shortly drawn. 


E 2 e 

Come out and fight you 
lily livered scoundrel! 

Not quite. 

White has chosen a quiet 
formation which should, 
with best play, lead to a 
balanced middle-game. 

Instead of any single line 
of play, I append an ill- 
ustrative game which 
shows what happens if 
White plays too passively. 
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Illustrative games 


Speelman - Malaniuk 

European Club Ch. 1989 
1 d4 f5 2 c3 £Vf6 3 QgS e6 4 
Zyd2 d5 5 e4 de4 6 f3 ef3 7 
Zygf3 Qe7 8 Qc4 DdS 9 Qe7 
ie? 10 YWe2 sd? 11 0-0 
E\7b6 12 Qb3 0-0 13 Zye5 
Qd7 14 Z7 Wyd7 15 f3 
Hae8 16 Hael c6 17 Zye5 t4d8 
18 v4f3 Zyd7 19 Zyd3 ffe 20 
Rf2 448 21 Hfe2 t$d6 22 He5 
He7 23 Od5 de : 1» 


Korchnoi - Kanel 
Biel 1979 

1 d4 f5 2 h3 £Yf6 3 g4 fg4 4 
hg4 Zyg4 5 e4 d6 6 Qg5 g6 7 
f3 £yf6 8 £4c3 c6 9 t4a2 Qe6 
10 0-0-0 Zybd7 11 dbi Qeg7 
12 Zjh3 HAS 13 £4 £4 14 
WP4 Wb6 15 Wd2 tyc7 16 We3 
&)b6?! 

Better is 16 ... cS A 17 
E\d5 Qd5 18 cd5 0-0-0. 
17 dS (Yf7 18 a4 a6 19 eS 


Ee | 
miu qe vi 

2 E A 
z Bs A 


im m E. Y 
uim Bos JE 
S A AE 


7 


T 











Qe5 20 f4 Gg? 21 dc6 bc6 22 
Og2 Gyc8 23 He4 OB 24 
Qh6 Hb8 25 Yc3 Hg8 26 
&\gS Qh6 27 h6 Hg7 28 
&\h7 Bg8 29 Wh3 Wb7 30 
&\f6 SF8 31 Bh8 Og8 32 \d7 
QF7 33 Abs Wb8 34 Qc6 
&\b6 35 Hel $f6 36 Wh4 g5 
37 We5 1:0 


Nemet - Vaiser 
Suhr 1990 
1 d4 e6 2 &f3 f5 3 h3 d5 4 
g4 Qdo 5 Bgl f4 6 el 


ALESTA 
7 "RE 

a Wis Y 
Y MU US a 


Sasa 


Na 
"m 
isis 








fe3 7 7903 nem 8 c4 c6 9 943 
We7 10 Yc2 Zygf6 11 0-0-0 
a6 12 cd5 cds 13 Qd3 b5 14 
g5 £)h5 15 Qh7 ZY8 16 Qgó 
£yg6 17 t&g6 t4f7 18 15f7 SF7 
19 Zye2 g6 20 Qbi Qd7 21 
E\ct b4 22 d3 Obs 23 Hfes 
Qg7 24 Bel Bac8 25 b3 Od3 
26 Ed3 SF7 27 HeB Hc8 28 
cl Bel 29 Gcl Hg7 30 Hes 
QeS 31 deS FS 32 Od2 Ae7 
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33 Qc5 £yc6 34 f4 dg? 35 
@d3 @f7 36 a3 ba3 37 Qa3 
Be8 38 Oc5 Bf7 39 Bc3 Be8 
40 @b2 @F7 41 a3 Ye8 42 
@a4 QF7 43 b4 He8 44 h4 
@f7 45 bS ab5 46 @bS Zye7 
47 Qe7 He7 48 BcS HB 49 
Od4 OF7 50 Se3 Hg7 Si GF3 
f7 52 He4 OS $3-hS ghS 
54 @hS Be7 55 $h4 $f7 56 
bed Dg6 57 OF3 OF7 58 He3 
$go 59 Hd4 HFS 60 Bd3 
Bgo 61 Ye3 Hg7 62 Bf2 dgo 
63 Ge3 Yg7 64 Yh3 Bf7 65 
Hh4 Se7 66 OhS bBf7 67 go 
OFS 68 Oho 1:0 


Tolush - Alexander 
Hastings 1953/54 
1 d4 fS 2 e3 d6 3 Qd3 4\fé 4 
Zye2 eS 5 de5 de5 6 0-0 Qc5 


7 &yg3 g6 8 Qc4 t5e7 9 tSd3 
&\c6 10 a3 e4 11 t3e2 Zye5 12 
Qa2 hS! 


A de 7A $e uh 
iX Y z“ 
E Y MA? 


W% Wii 


m mal Z 
d a 
QAM WHR 
Hod Una 


13 b4 Ód6 14 f4 ef3 15 gf3 
h4 16 Ahi g5 17 Zyd2 tg7 18 
Qb2 g4 19 £4 Z £3 20 $g2 h3 
21 $f2 £yd2 22 td2 Zye4 23 
ei Wb2 24 Wds M6 25 Ob3 
cb 26 Yd3 Qeb 27 feb Web 
0:1 
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Chapter 1) 24c3 
A) 2... d)F6 


B) 2... d5 


Chapter 2) 2 QgS 


A) 2... 6f6 

B) 2... 26 

C) 2... h6 

D) 2... cSand 2... h6 3 Qh4 cS 
E) 2... c6 

F) Others 


Chapter 3) Staunton Gambit: 
2 e4 fe4 


(2 ... dé) 
3 f3 
34142 


34503446 


A) 4 ga 
B) 4 f3 
C) 4 Qg5 


11 


11 
23 


43 


43 
46 
49 
52 
55 
56 


63 


63 
64. 
64 


64 


65 


67 
71 


Chapter 4) 2 4463 


A) 
B) 
C) 


Chapter 5) 


A) 
B) 
C) 
D) 
E) 


2... 46 3 c3 
2... 063 OF4 
2... e6 3 d5S 
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2 h3 
2 g4 
2 t&d3 
2 c3 
2 e3 
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92 


92 
94 
95 


102 


102 
103 
104 
105 
105 


Index of Complete Games 


Chapter One: 2 4\c3 

Polugayevsky v Franco Havana Olympiad 1966 
Hoi v Hansen Copenhagen 1988 
Polugayevsky v Lutikov USSR Ch 1959 
Hertneck v Hjartarson Munich 1988 
Pomar v Larsen Orense 1975 
Christiansen v D Gurevich US Open 1986 
Pekarek v Ftacnik Czech Open Ch 1989 
Huss v Becx Lugano 1989 

Dlugy v Fishbein Moscow GMA 1989 
Mohr v Schwartzmann Bad Worishofen 1990 
Palatnik v Bjelajac Belgrade GMA 1988 
Salov v Malaniuk USSR Ch 1988 
Krasenkov v Dolmatov Moscow GMA 1989 
L B Hansen v Kuczynski Warsaw 1990 

Z Polgar v Winants Wijk aan Zee 1990 
Kochiev v Malaniuk USSR 1984 

Knaak v Vyzmanavin Palma GMA 1989 
Cichocki v Bany Polish Ch 1990 

Ghinda v Stanciu Rumanian Ch 1978 
Gulko v Short Hastings 1988/89 
Poluliakohov v Glek Podolsk 1990 
Conquest v Chandler British Ch 1989 
Vera v Grivas Leningrad 1989 

Soffer v Rechlis Berne Zonal 1990 
Raicevic v Psakhis Troon 1984 

Z Polgar v Rivas Salamanca 1989 

Langi v Schubert Zurich Open 1990 
Norri v Hoen European Team Ch 1989 
Iclicki y Lane Brussels 1990 

Ochoa v F Garcia Albacete 1989 


12 

18 
20 
25 
28 
33 
33 
33 
34 
34 
34 
35 
36 
36 
36 
37 
37 
37 
38 
38 
38 
39 
39 
40 
40 
40 
41 

41 

41 

42 


Chapter Two: 2 QgS 

Hic v Bareev Vrnjacka Banja 1987 
Skembris v Leow Thessaloniki Ol. 1984 

J Whitehead v Kobernat US Open 1988 
Wilder v Liberzon Lone Pine 1981 
Sygulski v Casper Jurmala 1987 
Shakhsadov v Klimin USSR Corr 1987/88 
Marjanovic v Beliavsky Belgrade 1987 
Bareev v Malaniuk Moscow GMA 1990 

Kir Georgiev v Winants European Team Ch 1989 
Rivas v F Garcia Albacete 1989 

Peev v Radlovacki Pancevo 1989 

Ree v Wolff Palma GMA 1989 

VI Kovacevic v Kristiansen Plovdiv 1983 
Vaiser v Knezevic Havana 1985 

Zaichik v Kramnik Moscow GMA 1989 
Schinis v Pyhala European Team Ch 1989 
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SI 
53 
57 
57 
58 
58 
58 
59 
60 
60 
60 
60 
61 
61 
61 
61 


